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Title  3— THE  PRESIDENT 

Executive  Order  10922 

AMENDING  EXECUTIVE  ORDER  OF 
FEBRUARY  21,  1961,^  ESTABLISH- 
ING  A  COMMISSION  TO  INQUIRE 
INTO  A  CONTROVERSY  BETWEEN 
CERTAIN  AIR  CARRIERS  AND  CER¬ 
TAIN  OF  THEIR  EMPLOYEES 

By  virtue  of  the  authority  vested  in 
me  as  President  of  the  United  States,  it 
is  ordered  as  follows: 

Order  No.  10921,  establishing  a  com¬ 
mission  to  inquire  into  a  controversy 
between  certain  air  carriers  and  certain 
of  their  employees,  dated  February  21, 
1961,  is  hereby  amended  to  include  West¬ 
ern  Airlines  within  the  mentioned  air 
carriers. 

John  F.  Kennedy 

The  White  House, 

February  23,  1961. 


[P.R.  Doc.  61-1736;  Piled,  Peb.  24,  1961; 
10:12  a.m.] 


Rules  and  Regulations 


Title  6— AGRICULTURAL 
CREDIT 

Chapter  IV — Commodity  Stabilization 
Service  and  Commodity  Credit  Cor¬ 
poration,  Department  of  Agriculture 

SUBCHAPTER  D— REGULATIONS  UNDER  SOIL 
BANK  ACT 

[Arndt.  45] 

PART  485— SOIL  BANK 

Subpart — Conservation  Reserve  Pro¬ 
gram  for  1956  Through  1959 

Designation  and  Use  op  Conservation 
Reserve 

Section  485.157(b)  (1)  of  the  regula¬ 
tions  governing  the  Conservation  Re¬ 
serve  Program  for  1956  through  1959.  21 
FJt.  6289,  as  amended,  is  hereby  further 
amended  by  adding  to  the  end  thereof 
the  following:  ‘‘The  inadvertent  estab¬ 
lishment  by  a  producer  of  a  different 
conservation  use,  even  though  not  meet¬ 
ing  program  specifications  for  such  use, 
shall  not  be  considered  a  violation  of  the 
contract  if  the  Deputy  Administrator 
approves  such  use  as  adequate  to  protect 
the  land  from  wind  and  water  erosion. 
The  growth  of  volunteer  trees  shall  not 
be  considered  a  violation  of  the  contract 
if  the  county  committee  determines  that 
the  volunteer  trees  are  of  a  desirable 
species  and  will  result  in  good  conserva¬ 
tion  of  the  land.” 

(Sec.  124,  70  Stat.  198;  7  U.S.C.  1812) 

Issued  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  21st 
day  of  February  1961. 

H.  D.  Godfrey, 
Administrator, 

Commodity  Stabilization  Service. 

(F.R.  Doc.  61-1682;  FUed,  Feb.  24,  1961; 
8:62  am.] 


[Arndt.  10] 

PART  485— SOIL  BANK 

Subpart — Conservation  Reserve 
Program  for  1960 

Designation  and  Use  of  Conservation 
Reserve 

Section  485.513(b)  (1)  of  the  regula¬ 
tions  governing  the  Conservation  Reserve 
Program  for  1960,  24  FTl.  7987,  as 
amended,  is  hereby  further  amended  by 
adding  to  the  end  thereof  the  following: 
‘‘The  inadvertent  establishment  by  a 
producer  of  a  different  conservation  use, 
even  though  not  meeting  program  speci¬ 
fications  for  such  use,  shall  not  be  con¬ 
sidered  a  violation  of  the  contract  if  the 
Deputy  Administrator  approves  such  use 
as  adequate  to  protect  the  land  from 
wind  and  water  erosion.  The  growth  of 
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volunteer  trees  shall  not  be  considered 
a  violation  of  the  contract  if  the  county 
committee  determines  that  the  volunteer 
trees  are  of  a  desirable  species  and  will 
result  in  good  conservation  of  the  land.” 
(Sec.  124,  70  Stat.  198;  7  U.S.C.  1812) 

Issued  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  21st 
day  of  Febmary  1961. 

H.  D.  Godfrey, 
Administrator, 

Commodity  Stabilization  Service. 

[PJl.  Doc.  61-1681;  Pil^d,  Feb.  24.  1961; 
8:52  a.m.] 


Title  5— ADMINISTRATIVE 
PERSONNa 

Chapter  I — Civil  Service  Commission 

part  6— exceptions  from  the 

COMPETITIVE  SERVICE 

Department  of  Commerce 

Effective  upon  publication  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register,  subparagraph  (33)  is 
added  to  paragraph  (a)  of  §  6.312  as  set 
out  below. 

§  6.312  Department  of  Commerce. 

(a)  Offl.ce  of  the  Secretary.  •  *  * 
(33)  One  Special  Assistant  to  the 
Under  Secretary  for  Transportation. 

(R.S.  1753,  sec.  2.  22  Stat.  403,  as  amended; 
5  U.S.C.  631,  633) 

United  States  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  COBIHISSION, 

[SEAL]  Mary  V.  Wenzel, 

Executive  Assistant  to 
the  Commissioners. 

[F.R.  Doc.  61-1660;  Filed,  Feb.  24,  1961; 
8:60  a.m.] 


PART  6— EXCEPTIONS  FROM  THE 
COMPETITIVE  SERVICE 

Development  Loan  Fund 

Effective  upon  publication  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register,  paragraph  (e)  is  added  to 
§  6.362  as  set  out  below. 

§  6.362  Development  Loan  Fund. 
***** 

(e)  One  Staff  (Confidential)  Assist¬ 
ant  to  the  Managing  Director. 

(RA.  1753,  sec.  2,  22  Stat.  403,  as  amended; 
5n.S.C.  631,  633) 

United  States  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission, 

[SEAL]  Mary  V.  Wenzel, 

Executive  Assistant  to 
the  Commissioners. 

[F.R.  Doc.  61-1661;  FUed.  Feb.  24.  1961; 
8:60  a.m.] 


Title  7— AGRICULTURE 

Chapter  I — ^Agricultural  Morketing 
Service  (Standards,  Inspections 
Marketing  Practices),  Department 
of  Agriculture 

PART  27— COTTON  CLASSIFICATION 
UNDER  COTTON  FUTURES  LEGIS. 
LATION 

Subpart  A — Regulations 

Supervision  of  Inspection,  Weighihc, 
AND  Sampling;  Designation  of  Bona 
Fide  Spot  Markets 

On  February  1,  1961,  a  notice  of  pro¬ 
posed  rule  making  was  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  (26  F.R.  984)  regarding 
proposed  amendments  to  the  Regulations 
For  Cotton  Classification  Under  Cotton 
Futures  Legislation  (§§  27.1-27.102). 

After  consideration  of  all  relevant 
matters  presented,  said  regulations  are 
hereby  amended  as  follows,  pursuant  to 
authority  contained  in  section  4863  of 
the  Internal  Revenue  Code  of  1954  (68A 
Stat.  582;  26  U.S.C.  4863)  and  in  secti(»is 
203  and  205  of  the  Agricultural  Market¬ 
ing  Act  of  1946,  as  amended  (60  Stat. 
1087,  as  amended,  1090,  as  amended;  7 
U.S.C.  1622, 1624) . 

1.  Section  27.10  is  amended  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  27.10  Supervision  of  cotton  inspec¬ 
tion,  weighing,  sampling;  and  other 
duties. 

Authorized  employees  of  the  Cotton 
Division  will  act.  when  necessary,  as  su¬ 
pervisors  of  cotton  inspection  to  super¬ 
vise  the  inspection,  weighing,  and  sam¬ 
pling  of  cotton  to  be  classified  and  will 
perform  such  other  duties  as  may  be 
required  of  them  for  the  purposes  of  this 
subpart. 

§  27.14  [Amendment] 

2.  The  first  two  sentences  in  §  27.14 
are  deleted  and  the  following  sentence 
is  substituted  therefor:  ‘‘Requests  for 
classification  shall  be  filed  with  the 
board  of  cotton  examiners  serving  the 
location  at  which  the  cotton  is  stored.” 

3.  Section  27.16  is  amended  to  read  as 
follows : 

§  27.16  Inspection;  weighing;  samples; 
supervision. 

The  inspection,  weighing,  and  sam¬ 
pling  of  cotton  for  which  classification 
is  desired  and  the  preparation  and 
delivery  of  samples  to  the  board  of  cot¬ 
ton  examiners  shall  be  (a)  under  the 
supervision  of  a  supervisor  of  cotton 
inspection,  or  (b)  by  or  under  the  direc¬ 
tion  of  an  exchange  inspection  agency 
and  subject  to  the  supervision  of  a  super¬ 
visor  of  cotton  inspection. 

§§27.17,27.19  [Deletion] 

4.  Sections  27.17  and  27.19  are  deleted 
in  their  entirety. 


FEDERAL  REGISTER 


1657 


Saturday,  February  25,  1961 

5.  Section  27.20  is  amended  to  read  as 
foUows: 

£27*20  Drawing  and  handling  of  sam- 
^  pies  of  cotton;  inspection  of  bales. 

One  sample  shall  be  drawn  from  the 
top  side  of  each  bale  and  one  from  the 
bottom  side.  Each  such  sample  shall 
wdgh  not  less  than  5  ounces,  the  two 
samples  from  each  bale  to  weigh  together 
not  less  than  10  ounces.  The  bale  shall 
be  inspected  and  any  condition  not  fully 
indicated  by  the  samples  shall  be 
explained  by  the  supervisor  of  cotton 
inspection  or  exchange  inspection  agency 
in  a  written  memorandum,  which  shall 
accompany  the  samples  to  the  board  of 
cotton  examiners.  Samples  shall  not  be 
dressed  or  trimmed  and  shall  be  care¬ 
fully  handled  in  such  manner  as  not  to 
cause  loss  of  leaf,  sand,  or  other  material, 
or  otherwise  change  their  representative 
character.  Any  sample  which  does  not 
meet  the  requirements  of  this  section 
may  be  rejected  by  the  supervisor  of 
cotton  inspection  or  the  chairman  of  the 
board  of  cotton  examiners. 

§  27.24  [  Amendment  ] 

6.  The  second  sentence  in  §  27.24  is 
amended  to  read  as  follows;  “If  there 
is  no  board  of  cotton  examiners  at  the 
point  where  the  cotton  is  sampled,  the 
supervisor  of  cotton  inspection  or  the 
exchange  inspection  agency  shall  for¬ 
ward  the  samples  to  the  proper  board.” 

§§  27.26, 27.27  [Deletion] 

7.  Sections  27.26  and  27.27  are  deleted 
in  their  entirety. 

8.  Section  27.28  is  amended  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  27.28  Disposition  of  samples. 

Samples  submitted  to  a  board  of  cot¬ 
ton  examiners  shall  become  the  property 
of  the  Department  and  shall  be  disposed 
of  in  accordance  with  the  property  regu¬ 
lations  of  the  Department  when  no 
longer  needed  for  classification  or  Micro- 
naire  determination. 

§  27.44  [Amendment] 

.  9.  Section  27.44  is  amended  by  adding 
the  following  words  before  the  period  at 
the  end  of  the  section;  “or  a  supervisor 
of  cotton  inspection.” 

§27.45  [Amendment] 

10.  The  third  sentence  in  §  27.45  is 
amended  to  read  as  follows:  “Thereafter 
every  cotton  class  certificate  previously 
issued  for  cotton  located  or  stored  at 
such  place  shall  be  invalid  for  the  de¬ 
livery  of  such  cotton  on  a  section  4863 
contract,  unless  the  cotton  shall  be  re¬ 
moved  under  the  supervision  of  an  ex¬ 
change  inspection  agency,  or  a  super¬ 
visor  of  cotton  inspection,  to  a  place 
which  shall  be  suitable  for  the  purpose.” 

§27.64  [.4mendment] 

11.  Paragraph  (a)  of  §  27.64  is 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 

(a)  Every  application  for  review  of 
classification  or  for  Micronaire  deter¬ 
mination  under  §  27.62  or  §  27.63  shall 
be  filed  with  the  board  of  cotton  exam¬ 
iners  serving  the  location  at  which  the 
cotton  is  stored.  The  application  shall 
in  each  case  be  in  the  hands  of  such 
board  within  the  time  specified  in 


§  27.62  or  §  27.63  for  applying  for  review: 
Provided,  That  any  board  of  cotton  ex¬ 
aminers  may  designate  any  officer  of  the 
Cotton  Division  or  a  representative  of 
an  exchange  inspection  agency  located 
at  another  point  to  receive  applications, 
and  in  such  cases  the  applications  i^all 
be  in  the  hands  of  the  persons  so  desig¬ 
nated  within  the  time  specified.  Any 
person  making  such  application  shall, 
upon  call  of  the  board  or  person  with 
whom  such  application  was  filed  under 
this  section,  surrender  the  cotton  class 
certificates  covering  the  cotton  involved. 

12.  Section  27.73  is  amended  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  27.73  Supervision  of  transfers  of 
cotton. 

Whenever  the  owner  of  any  cotton 
inspected  and  sampled  for  classification 
pursuant  to  this  subpart  and  for  which 
he  holds  valid  cotton  class  certificates, 
desires  to  transfer  such  cotton  to  a  dif¬ 
ferent  delivery  point,  or  to  a  different 
warehouse  at  the  same  delivery  point, 
for  the  purpose  of  having  it  made  avail¬ 
able  for  delivery  upon  a  section  4863 
contract,  such  transfer  shall  be  effected 
under  the  supervision  of  an  exchange 
inspection  agency  or  a  supervisor  of 
cotton  inspection. 

13.  Section  27.80  is  amended  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  27.80  Fees;  classification,  Micronaire, 
and  supervision. 

For  services  rendered  by  the  Cotton 
Division  pursuant  to  this  subpart, 
whether  the  cotton  involved  is  tender- 
able  or  not,  the  person  requesting  the 
services  shall  pay  fees  as  follows: 

(a)  Initial  classification  and  certifica¬ 
tion — 25  cents  per  bale. 

(b)  Review  classification  and  certifica¬ 
tion — 60  cents  per  bale. 

(c)  Micronaire  determination  and  certifi¬ 
cation— 25  cents  per  bale. 

(d)  Combination  service — 60  cents  per 
bale.  (Initial  classification,  review  classifi¬ 
cation,  and  Micronaire  determination 
covered  by  the  same  request  and  only  the 
review  classification  and  Micronaire  deter¬ 
mination  results  certified  on  cotton  class 
certificates.) 

(e)  Supervision,  by  a  supervisor  of  cotton 
inspection,  of  the  inspection,  weighing,  or 
sampling  of  cotton  when  any  two  or  more 
of  these  operations  are  performed  together — 
35  cents  per  bale. 

(f)  Supervision,  by  a  supervisor  of  cotton 
inspection,  of  the  inspection,  weighing,  or 
sampling  of  cotton  when  any  one  of  these 
operations  is  performed  individually — 35 
cents  per  bale. 

(g)  Supervision,  by  a  supervisor  of  cotton 
inspection,  of  transfers  of  cotton  to  a  differ¬ 
ent  delivery  point,  including  issuance  of  new 
cotton  class  certificates  in  substitution  for 
prior  certificates — $1.00  per  bale. 

(h)  Supervision,  by  a  supervisor  of  cotton 
inspection,  of  transfers  of  cotton  to  a  dif¬ 
ferent  warehouse  at  the  same  delivery  point, 
including  issuance  of  new  cotton  class  cer¬ 
tificates  in  substitution  for  prior  certif¬ 
icates — 50  cents  per  bale. 

14.  Section  27.81  is  amended  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  27.81  Fees;  certificates. 

For  each  new  certificate  issued  in  sub¬ 
stitution  for  a  prior  certificate  at  the 
request  of  the  holder  thereof,  for  his 
business  convenience,  or  when  made  nec¬ 


essary  by  the  transfer  of  the  cotton 
under  the  supervision  of  an  exchange 
Inspection  agency  as  provided  in  §  27.73, 
the  person  making  the  request  shall  pay 
a  fee  of  15  cents  for  each  certificate 
issued. 

§  27.88  [Deletion] 

15.  Section  27.88  is  deleted  in  its 
entirety. 

16.  Section  27.94  is  amended  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  27.94  Spot  markets  for  contract  settle¬ 
ment  purposes. 

The  following  are  designated  as  spot 
markets  for  the  purpose  of  determining, 
as  provided  in  paragraph  4863(c)  of  the 
act,  the  differences  above  or  below  the 
contract  price  which  the  recover  shall 
pay  for  grades  other  than  the  basis 
grade  tendered  or  ddivered  in  settlement 
of  a  section  4863  contract: 

(a)  For  cotton  delivered  in  settlement 
of  any  such  ccmtract  at  delivery  points 
on  or  near  the  Gulf  of  Mexico  except 
for  contracts  under  paragraph  (c)  of  this 
section: 

Dallas,  Tex.  Memphis,  Tenn. 

Galveston,  Tex.  New  Orleans,  La. 

Houston,  Tex. 

(b)  For  cotton  delivered  in  settlement 
of  any  such  (xmtract  at  delivery  points 
on  the  Atlantic  coast  except  for  con¬ 
tracts  under  paragraph  (c)  of  this 
section: 

Atlanta,  Ga.  Memphis,  Tenn. 

Augusta,  Ga.  Montgomery,  Ala. 

Charleston,  S.C. 

(c)  For  cotton  delivered  at  any  de¬ 
livery  point  in  settlement  of  any  such 
contract  of  the  New  Orleans  Cotton  Ex¬ 
change  that  provides  for  delivefy  at 
both  interior  and  port  locations: 

All  markets  listed  In  |  27.93. 

(Sec.  4863,  68A  Stat.  582,  secs.  203,  205,  60 
Stat.  1087,  as  amended.  1090,  as  amended;  26 
U.S.C.  4863,  7  UA.C.  1622,  1624) 

Effective  date.  The  foregoing  amend¬ 
ments  shall  become  effective  upon  pub¬ 
lication  in  the  Federal  Register.  The 
notice  of  proposed  rule  making  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  for  these 
amendments  (26  FR.  984)  proposed 
that  the  amendments  would  become  ef¬ 
fective  on  or  about  February  20,  1961. 
No  objections  were  received  as  to  this 
proposed  effective  date.  It  is  essential 
to  have  the  new  procedures  provided  by 
these  amendments  become  effective  as 
soon  as  possible  in  order  to  be  of  maxi¬ 
mum  benefit  to  persons  using  the  cotton 
classification  service.  No  advance  prep¬ 
aration  is  required  on  the  part  of  such 
persons.  Therefore,  under  section  4  of 
the  Administrative  Procedure  Act  (5 
U.S.C.  1003)  good  cau;^  is  found  for 
making  these  amendments  effective  less 
than  30  days  after  publication  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

Done  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  21st 
day  of  February  1961. 

Roy  W.  Lennartson, 

Deputy  Administrator. 

Agricultural  Marketing  Service. 

IF.R.  Doc.  61-1678;  PUed,  Peb.  24,  1961; 

8:52  a.m.] 
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Chapter  IX — Agricultural  Marketing 

Service  (Marketing  Agreements  and 

Orders),  Department  of  Agriculture 

[Navel  Orange  Reg.  207] 

part  914--NAVEL  ORANGES 

GROWN  IN  ARIZONA  AND  DES¬ 
IGNATED  PART  OF  CALIFORNIA 

Limitation  of  Handling 
§  914.507  Navel  Orange  Regulation  207. 

(a)  Findings.  (1)  Pursuant  to  the 
marketing  agreement,  as  amended,  and 
Order  No.  14,  as  amended  (7  CFR  Part 
914),  regulating  the  handling  of  navel 
oranges  grown  in  Arizona  and  desU- 
nated  part  of  California,  effective  under 
the  applicable  provisions  of  the  Agricul¬ 
tural  Marketing  Agreement  Act  of  1937, 
as  amended  (7  UJS.C.  601-674) ,  and  upon 
the  basis  of  the  recommendations  and 
information  submitted  by  the  Navel 
Orange  Administrative  Committee, 
established  under  the  said  amended 
marketing  agreement  and  order,  and 
upon  other  available  information,  it  is 
hereby  foimd  that  the  limitation  of  han¬ 
dling  of  such  navel  oranges,  as  herein¬ 
after  provided,  will  tend  to  effectuate  the 
declared  policy  of  the  act  by  tending  to 
establish  and  maintain  such  orderly 
marketing  conditions  for  such  oranges 
as  will  provide,  in  the  interests  of  pro¬ 
ducers  and  consumers,  and  orderly  flow 
of  the  supply  thereof  to  market  through¬ 
out  the  normal  marketing  season  to 
avoid  imreasonable  fluctuations  in  sup¬ 
plies  and  prices,  and  is  not  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  maintaining  prices  to  farmers 
above  the  level  which  it  is  declared  to  be 
the  policy  of  Congress  to  establish  under 
the  act. 

(2)  It  is  hereby  further  found  that  it 
is  impracticable  and  contrary  to  the 
public  interest  to  give  preliminary  notice, 
engage  in  public  rule-making  procedure, 
and  postpone  the  effective  date  of  this 
section  until  30  days  after  publication 
hereof  in  the  Federal  Register  (5  U.S.C. 
1001-1011)  because  the  time  intervening 
between  the  date  when  information  upon 
which  this  section  is  based  became 
available  and  the  time  when  this  sec¬ 
tion  must  become  effective  in  order  to 
effectuate  the  declared  policy  of  the  act 
is  Insufficient,  and  a  reasonable  time  is 
permitted,  under  the  circumstances,  for 
preparation  for  such  effective  time;  and 
good  cause  exists  for  making  the  provi¬ 
sions  hereof  effective  as  hereinafter  set 
forth.  The  committee  held  an  open 
meeting  during  the  current  week,  after 
giving  due  notice  thereof,  to  consider 
supply  and  market  conditions  for  navel 
oranges  and  the  need  for  regulation; 
interested  persons  were  afforded  an  op¬ 
portunity  to  §ubmit  information  and 
views  at  this  meeting ;  the  recommenda¬ 
tion  and  supporting  information  for 
regulation  during  the  period  specifled 
herein  were  promptly  submitted  to  the 
Department  after  such  meeting  was  held; 
the  provisions  of  this  section,  includ¬ 
ing  its  effective  time,  are  identical  with 
the  aforesaid  recommendation  of  the 
committee,  and  information  concerning 
such  provisions  and  effective  time  has 
been  disseminated  among  handlers  of 
such  navel  oranges;  it  is  necessary,  in 


order  to  effectuate  the  declared  policy 
of  the  act,  to  make  this  section  effec¬ 
tive  during  the  period  herein  specifled; 
and  compliance  with  this  section  will 
not  require  any  special  preparation  on 
the  part  of  persons  subject  hereto  which 
cannot  be  completed  on  or  before  the 
effective  date  hereof.  Such  committee 
meeting  was  held  on  February  23,  1961. 

(b)  Order.  (1)  The  respective  quan¬ 
tities  of  navel  oranges  grown  in  Arizona 
and  designated  part  of  California  which 
may  be  handled  during  the  period  be¬ 
ginning  at  12:01  a.m.,  P.s.t.,  February 
26,  1961,  and  ending  at  12:01  a.m.,  P.s.t., 
March  5,  1961,  are  hereby  flxed  as 
follows: 

(1)  District  1:  Unlimited  movement; 

(ii)  District  2  :  500,000  cartons; 

(iii)  District  3:  Unlimited  movement; 

(iv)  District  4:  Unlimited  piovement. 

(2)  As  used  in  this  section,  “handled,” 
“District  1,”  “District  2.”  “District  3,” 
“District  4,”  and  “carton”  have  the  same 
meaning  as  when  used  in  said  amended 
marketing  agreement  and  order. 

(Secs.  1-19,  48  Stat.  31,  as  amended:  7  U.S.C. 
601-674) 

Dated:  February  24,  1961. 

Floyd  F.  Hedlund, 
Deputy  Director,  Fruit  and  Veg¬ 
etable  Division,  Agricultural 
Marketing  Service. 

[P.R.  Doc.  61-1755;  Piled.  Feb.  24,  1961; 

11:30  a.m.] 


[Lemon  Reg.  888] 

PART  953— LEMONS  GROWN  IN 
CALIFORNIA  AND  ARIZONA 

Limitation  of  Handling 
§  953.995  Lemon  Regulation  888. 

(a)  Findings.  (1)  Pursuant  to  the 
marketing  agreement,  as  amended,  and 
Order  No.  53.  as  amended  (7  CFR  Part 
953) ,  regulating  the  handling  of  lemons 
grown  in  California  and  Arizona,  effec¬ 
tive  under  the  applicable  provisions  of 
the  Agricultural  Marketing  Agreement 
Act  of  1937,  as  amended  (7  UJS.C.  601- 
674) ,  and  upon  the  basis  of  the  recom¬ 
mendation  and  information  submitted  by 
the  Lemon  Administrative  Committee, 
established  under  the  said  amended  mar¬ 
keting  agreement  and  order,  and  upon 
other  available  information,  it  is  hereby 
found  that  the  limitation  of  handling  of 
such  lemons  as  hereinafter  provided  will 
tend  to  effectuate  the  declared  policy  of 
the  act. 

(2)  It  is  hereby  further  found  that  it 
is  impracticable  and  contrary  to  the  pub¬ 
lic  interest  to  give  preliminary  notice, 
engage  in  public  rule-making  procedure, 
and  postpone  the  effective  date  of  this 
section  until  30  days  after  publication 
hereof  in  the  Federal  Register  (5  UjS.C. 
1001-1011)  because  the  time  intervening 
between  the  date  when  information  upon 
which  this  section  is  based  became  avail¬ 
able  and  the  time  when  this  section  must 
become  effective  in  order  to  effectuate 
the  declared  policy  of  the  act  is  insuffi¬ 
cient,  and  a  reasonable  time  is  permitted, 
under  the  circumstances,  for  preparation 
for  such  effective  time;  and  good  cause 
exists  for  making  the  provisions  hereof 


effective  as  hereinafter  set  forth.  The 
committee  held  an  open  meeting  during 
the  current  week,  after  giving  due  no^ 
thereof,  to  consider  supply  and  market 
conditions  for  lemons  and  the  need  for 
regulation;  interested  persons  were  af¬ 
forded  an  opportunity  to  submit  infor¬ 
mation  and  views  at  this  meeting;  the 
recommendation  and  supporting  infor¬ 
mation  for  regulation  during  the  period 
specifled  herein  were  promptly  submitted 
to  the  Department  after  such  meeting 
was  held;  the  provisions  of  this  section, 
including  its  effective  time,  are  identical 
with  the  aforesaid  recommendation  of 
the  committee,  and  information  con¬ 
cerning  such  provisions  and  effective 
time  has  been  disseminated  among  han¬ 
dlers  of  such  lemons;  it  is  necessary,  in 
order  to  effectuate  the  declared  policy 
of  the  act,  to  make  this  section  effective 
during  the  period  herein  specifled;  and 
compliance  with  this  section  will  not 
require  any  special  preparation  on  the 
part  of  persons  subject  hereto  which 
cannot  be  completed  on  or  before  the 
effective  date  hereof.  Such  committee 
meeting  was  held  on  February  21,  1961. 

(b)  Order.  (1)  The  respective  quan¬ 
tities  of  lemons  grown  in  California  and 
Arizona  which  may  be  handled  during 
the  period  beginning  at  12:01  a.m.,  P.8.t.. 
February  26,  1961  and  ending  at  12:01 
a.m.,  P.s.t.,  March  5,  1961  are  hereby 
fixed  as  follows: 

(1)  District  1:  Unlimited  movement; 

(ii)  District  2:  186,000  cartons; 

(iii)  District  3:  Unlimited  movement 

(2)  As  used  in  this  section,  “handled,” 
“District  1.”  “District  2.”  “District  8,” 
and  “carton”  have  the  same  meaning 
as  when  used  in  the  said  amended  mar¬ 
keting  agreement  and  order. 

(Secs.  1-19,  48  Stat.  31,  as  amended;  7  n.S.C. 
601-674) 

Dated:  February  23, 1961. 

Floyd  F.  Hedlund, 
Deputy  Director,  Fruit  and  Veg¬ 
etable  Division,  Agricultural 
Marketing  Service. 

[F.R.  Doc.  61-1717;  Filed,  Feb.  24,  1961; 

8:51  a.m.] 


[Volume  Reg.  2] 

PART  1034— LETTUCE  GROWN  IN 
LOWER  RIO  GRANDE  VALLEY  IN 
SOUTH  TEXAS 

Termination 

Findings. '  (a)  Pursuant  to  Market¬ 
ing  Agreement  No.  144  and  Order  No. 
134  (7  CFR  Part  1034) ,  regulating  tiie 
handling  of  lettuce  grown  in  the  Lower 
Rio  Grande  Valley  in  South  Texas 
(Cameron,  Hidalgo,  Starr,  and  Willacy 
Counties) ,  effective  under  the  applicable 
provisions  of  the  Agricultural  Marketing 
Agreement  Act  of  1937,  as  amended  (7 
UJ5.C.  601-674) ,  and  upon  the  basis  of 
the  recommendation  and  information 
submitted  by  the  South  Texas  Lettuce 
Committee  established  under  the  said 
Marketing  Agreement  and  Order,  and 
upon  other  available  information,  it  is 
hereby  foimd  that  the  continuation  in 
effect  of  §  1034.303,  Lettuce  Regulation 
No.  2  (26  F.R.  1440) ,  will  no  longer  tend 


fAlrsnacp  Dopkpt  No  Rn-NV-11Rl  aicao  aiiu  icpuibiiiti  yuuius. 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  60-NY-H8]  eidverse  comments  were  received 

PART  600 _ DESIGNATION  OF  regarding  the  proposed  amendments. 

FFnppAi  AiPWAVC  Interested  persons  have  been  afforded 

ucKML  MIKWMT9  an  opportunity  to  Participate  hi  the  mak- 

PART  601— DESIGNATION  OF  THE  ing  of  the  rules  herein  adopted,  and  due 
rriKiTiKicMTAi  rr\KiTDrki  A  DC  A  consideration  has  been  given  to  all  rele- 

CONTINENTAL  CONTROL  AREA,  vant  matter  presented. 

CONTROL  AREAS,  CONTROL  The  substance  of  the  proposed  amend- 
ZONES,  REPORTING  POINTS,  POSI-  ments  having  been  published,  therefore, 
TIVE  CONTROL  ROUTE  SEGMENTS,  pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated  to 
AND  POSITIVE  CONTROL  AREAS  Administrator  (25  F Jt.  12582) 

and  for  the  reasons  stated  in  the  notice. 
Revocation  of  Federal  Airway,  Asso-  Parts  600  and  601  (14  CPR  Parts  600, 
ciated  Control  Areas  and  Reporting  JOl)  are  amended  by  revoking  the  fol- 
p  j  I  lowing  sections: 

1.  Section  600.616  Blue  Federal  air- 
On  December  10, 1960,  a  notice  of  pro-  way  No.  16  (Waverly,  Va.,  to  Tappa- 
posed  rule  making  was  published  in  the  haiinock,  Vo.) . 

Federal  Register  (25  F.R.  12711)  stat-  2.  Section  601.616  Blue  Federal  air¬ 
ing  that  the  Federal  Aviation  Agency  way  No.  16  control  areas  iWaverly,  Va., 
proposed  to  revoke  Red  Federal  airway  Tappahannock,  Va.). 

No.  33  in  its  entirety,  its  associated  con-  3.  Section  601.4616  Blue  Federal  air- 
trol  areas  and  reporting  points.  way  No.  16  iWaverly,  Va.,  to  Tappa- 

No  adverse  comments  were  received  hannock,Va.), 
regarding  the  proposed  amendments.  These  amendments  shall  become  effec- 
Interested  persons  have  been  afforded  tive  0001  es.t..  May  4.  1961. 
an  opportunity  to  participate  in  the 

making  of  the  rules  herein  adopted,  and  stat.  749;  49  U.S.C.  1348) 

due  consideration  has  been  given  to  all  Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Feb¬ 
relevant  matter  presented.  ruary  17,  196k 

The  substance  of  the  proposed  amend-  D.  D.  Thomas, 

ments  having  been  published,  therefore.  Director,  Bureau  of 

pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated  to  Air  Traffic  Management. 

me  by  the  Administrator  <25  P.R.  12582)  ^00.  ei-ie28:  pim.  P.b.  24,  mi: 

and  for  the  reasons  stated  In  the  no-  '  ..m  ..n  1 


[Airspace  Docket  No.  60-NY-125] 

PART  600— DESIGNATION  OF 
FEDERAL  AIRWAYS 

PART  601— DESIGNATION  OF  THE 
CONTINENTAL  CONTROL  AREA, 
CONTROL  AREAS,  CONTROL 
ZONES,  REPORTING  POINTS,  POSI¬ 
TIVE  CONTROL  ROUTE  SEGMENTS, 
AND  POSITIVE  CONTROL  AREAS 

Revocation  of  Federal  Airway,  Asso¬ 
ciated  Control  Areas,  and  Reporting 
Points 

On  December  10,  1960,  a  notice  of  pro¬ 
posed  rule  making  was  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  (25  FJl.  12711)  stating- 
that  the  Federal  Aviation  Agency  pro¬ 
posed  to  revoke  Red  Federal  airway  No. 
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1.  Section  600.203  Red  Federal  airway  [Airspace  Docket  No.  6O-NY-371 

Wa  3  iPhilipsburg,  Pa.  to  HarrUibarg.  «01— DESIGNATION  OF  THE 

2.  Section  601.203  Red  Federal  airtoay  CONTINENTAL  CONTROL  AREA, 

No.  3  control  areas  iPbilipsburg,  Pa.,  to  CONTROL  AREAS,  CONTROL 

Harrisburg,  Pa.).  ZONES,  REPORTING  POINTS,  PQSI 

3.  Section  601.4203  Red  Federal  air-  tIVE  CONTROL  ROUTE  SEGMENTS* 

way  No.  3  (Philipsburg,  Pa.,  to  Harris-  POSITIVE  CONTROL  AREae 

burg.  Pa.).  ^ 

These  amendments  shall  become  effec-  Modification  and  Revocation  of  Con- 
tive  0001  e.s.t.  AprU  6,  1961.  A’’®®  Extensions 

(Sec.  307(a).  72  stat.  749;  49  UA.c.  1348)  On  November  11, 1960,  a  notice  of  pro. 

T  jiTTTi-  i.  -THU  posed  rule  making  was  published  in  thp 

Issu^  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Feb-  federal  Register  (25  P.R.  10776)  statinir 
ruary  17,  1961.  that  the  Federal  Aviation  Agency  (P^ 

'  ZL  „  ,  proposed  to  modify  the  Washington 

Director  Bureau  of  ^.C..  and  Wilmington.  Del.,  co^SS 

Air  Traffic  Management.  extensions  and  revoke  the  following  con- 
[PJt.  Doc.  61-1630;  Piled,  Feb.  24,  1961;  trol  area  extensions:  Martinsburg 
8:46  a.m.]  W.  Va.,  Aberdeen,  Md.,  Front  Royal,  Va.’ 

_ _  Baltimore,  Md.,  Gettysburg,  Pa.,  and 

[  Airspace  Docket  No.  SO-NY-l  13  [  DaWgren,  Va. 

No  adverse  comments  were  received 
PART  600 — DESIGNATION  OF  regarding  the  proposed  amendments  In 
FEDERAL  AIRWAYS  the  time  indicated  in  the  notice  of  pro- 

_  _ _  posed  rule  making.  However,  the  De- 

PART  601 -—DESIGNATION  OF  THE  partment  of  the  Navy  pointed  out  that 
CONTINENTAL  CONTROL  AREA,  the  modification  of  the  Washington  con* 
CONTROL  AREAS,  CONTROL  trol  area  extension,  as  proposed,  would 
ZONES,  REPORTING  POINTS,  POSI-  complicate  the  managemrat  of  air  traffic 

AND  POSITIVE  CONTROL  AREAS  tion,  the  Navy  suggested  that  the  con- 

Revocation  of  Federal  Airway,  Asso-  the  airspace  in  question  be  del- 

Ar<2r.c  nnH  olriArimn  ©gated  to  Navy  Putuxent,  Md.,  approach 
ciated  Control  Areas,  and  Reporting  control.  The  FAA  concurs  with  this 

suggestion  and  necessary  action  will  be 
On  December  8,  1960,  a  notice  of  pro-  taken  to  accomplish  this  delegation.  In 
posed  rule  making  was  published  in  the  addition,  the  reference  to  restricted  area 


19  in  its  entirety,  its  associated  control 
areas  and  reporting  points. 

No  adverse  comments  were  received  re¬ 
garding  the  proposed  amendments. 

Interested  persons  have  been  afforded 
an  opportunity  to  participate  in  the  mak¬ 
ing  of  the  rules  herein  adopted,  and  due 
consideration  has  been  given  to  all  rele¬ 
vant  matter  presented. 

The  substance  of  the  proposed  amend¬ 
ments  having  been  published,  therefore, 
pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated  to 
me  by  the  Administrator  (25  FH.  12582) 
and  for  the  reasons  stated  in  the  notice. 
Parts  600  and  601  (14  CFR  Parts  600, 
601)  are  amended  by  revoking  the  follow¬ 
ing  sections: 

1.  Section  600.219  Red  Federal  airway 
No.  19  {Brooke,  Va.,  to  Cape  Charles, 
Va.). 

2.  Section  601.219  Red  Federal  airway 
No.  19  control  areas  (Brooke,  Va.,  to  Cape 
Charles,  Va.) . 

3.  Se^ion  601.4219  Red  Federal  airway 
No.  19  (Brooke,  Va.,  to  Cape  Charles, 
Va.). 

These  amendments  shall  become  effec¬ 
tive  0001  e.s.t.  April  6,  1961. 

(Sec.  307(a) ,  72  Stat.  749;  49  U.S.C.  1348) 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Feb¬ 
ruary  17, 1961. 

D.  D.  Thomas, 
Director,  Bureau  of 
Air  Traffic  Management. 

[FJl.  Doc.  61-1629;  FUed,  Feb.  24,  1961; 

8:46  am.] 
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-limrton  Del.,  control  area  extension 
!i60il378).  at  latitude  aQ'SQ'OO"  N.. 
i(Mjfiitude76*’22'35"  W.;  thence  SE  along 
boundary  of  the  Wilmington  con- 
Sol^a  extension  to  the  point  of  INT 
Sth  the  N  boundary  of  VOR  Federal 
lirway  No.  16  at  latitude  39<'14'40"  N., 
^tude  75‘’40'40"  W.;  thence  SW 
along  the  N  boundary  of  VOR  Federal 
airway  No.  16  to  the  point  of  INT  with 
the  65-niile  radius  of  the  airport;  thence 
clockwise  within  a  65 -mile  radius  of  the 
airport  to  the  165°  True  radial  of  the 
VOR.  The  portion  of  this  control  area 
extttision  which  coincides  with  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.,  Prohibited  Area  (P-56), 
Chesapeake  Bay,  Md.,  Restricted  Area 
(R-4004),  and  the  Norfolk,  Va., 
(§601.1149)  and  the  Richmond,  Va., 
(§601.1248)  control  area  extensions  is 
excluded;-  the  portions  of  this  control 
area  extension  which  coincide  with  the 
Patuxent,  Md.,  Restricted  Areas  (R-4005, 
b4o06,  R-4007),  Potomac  River,  Va., 
Restricted  Area  (R-6607),  and  the 
Bloodsworth  Island,  Md.,  Restricted 
Area  (Rr-4002)  are  excluded  during  the 
times  of  designation  of  the  restricted 
areas.  The  portion  of  this  control  area 
extension  within  the  Quantico,  Va.,  (R- 
6608),  Dahlgren  Complex,  Va.,  (Rr-6611, 
R-6612,  R-6613),  Camp  A.  P.  Hill,  Va., 
(R-6601),  Aberdeen,  Md.,  (R-4001)  Re¬ 
stricted  Areas  and  the  Camp  Springs, 
Md.,  (Andrews  AFB)  Restricted  Area/ 
Military  Climb  Corridor  (Rr-4003)  shall 
be  used  only  after  obtaining  prior  ap¬ 
proval  from  the  appropriate  authority. 

2.  Section  601.1378  (25  F.R.  7977)  is 
amended  to  read: 

§  601.1378  Control  area  extension 
(Wilmington,  Del.). 

The  airspace  S  and  SW  of  Wilmington 
within  a  30-mlle  radius  of  the  New 
Castle,  Del.,  VOR  extending  clockwise 
from  the  151°  True  to  the  266°  True 
radials,  excluding  the  portion  which 
coincides  with  the  Aberdeen,  Md.,  Re¬ 
stricted  Area  (R-4001)  and  the  New 
York,  N.Y.,  control  area  extension 
($601.1066);  and  the  area  W  of  Wil¬ 
mington  bounded  on  the  E  by  the  New 
York  control  area  extension  (§  601.1066), 
on  the  S  by  VOR  Federal  airway  No.  123, 
on  the  W  by  VOR  Federal  airway  No.  123, 
on  the  W  by  VOR  Federal  airway  No.  93 
and  on  the  N  by  VOR  Federal  airway 
No.  3. 

§§601.1058,  601.1121,  601.1271, 

601.1272,  601.1391,  601.1457  [Rev- 
ocations] 

3.  In  Part  601  (14  CFR  Part  601)  the 
following  sections  are  revoked: 

(a)  Section  601.1058  Control  area  ex¬ 
tension  (.Martinsburg,  W.  Va.). 

(b)  Section  601.1121  Control  area  ex¬ 
tension  (Aberdeen,  Md.) . 

(c)  Section  601.1271  Control  area  ex¬ 
tension  (Front  Royal,  Va.) . 

(d)  Section  601.1272  Control  area  ex¬ 
tension  (Baltimore,  Md.) . 

(e)  Section  601.1391  Control  area  ex¬ 
tension  (Gettysburg,  Pa.) . 

(f)  Section  601.1457  Control  area  ex¬ 
tension  (Dahlgren,  Va.) . 

No.  37 - 2 


These  amendments  shall  become  ef¬ 
fective  0001  e.s.t.  April  6,  1961. 

(Sec.  307(a),  72  Stat.  749;  49  U.S.C.  1348) 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Febru¬ 
ary  17,  1961. 

D.  D.  Thomas, 
Director,  Bureau  of 
Air  Traffic  Management. 

(PR.  Doc.  61-1624;  Plied,  Feb.  24,  1961; 
8:45  a.m.] 


[Airspace  Docket  No.  61-AN-l ] 

PART  601— DESIGNATION  OF  THE 
CONTINENTAL  CONTROL  AREA, 
CONTROL  AREAS,  CONTROL 
ZONES,  REPORTING  POINTS,  POSI¬ 
TIVE  CONTROL  ROUTE  SEGMENTS, 
AND  POSITIVE  CONTROL  AREAS 

Modification  of  Control  Zone 

The  purpose  of  this  amendment  to 
§  601.2279  of  the  regulations  of  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator  is  to  modify  the  Anchorage, 
Alaska,  control  zone. 

The  present  Anchorage  control  zone  is 
designated  within  a  3-mile  radius  of  the 
geographical  center  of  Bryant  Army  Air¬ 
port  (latitude  61°16'02"  N.,  longitude 
149°39'46"  W.),  within  a  5-mile  radius 
of  the  geographical  center  of  Elmendorf 
Air  Force  Base  (latitude  61°15'05"  N., 
longitude  149°48'52"  W.) ,  within  5  miles 
either  side  of  a  direct  line  from  Elmen¬ 
dorf  Air  Force  Base  to  and  including  a 
5 -mile  radius  of  the  geographical  center 
of  Anchorage  International  Airport  (lati¬ 
tude  61°10'23"  N.,  longitude  149°58'10" 
W.),  within  2  miles  either  side  of  the 
southwest  course  of  the  Anchorage  radio 
range  extending  from  Anchorage  Inter¬ 
national  Airport  5 -mile  radius  zone  to  a 
point  12  miles  southwest  of  the  radio 
range,  within  2  miles  either  side  of  the 
Anchorage  VOR  079°  True  radial  extend¬ 
ing  from  the  Anchorage  International 
Airport  5-mile  radius  zone  to  the  VOR, 
and  within  2  miles  either  side  of  the 
Anchorage  International  Airport  ILS 
localizer  west  course  extending  from  the 
5-mile  radius  zone  to  the  outer  marker, 
excluding  that  portion  which  coincides 
with  the  Eagle  River  Restricted  Area 
(R-348). 

Under  the  present  designation, 
weather  reported  at  Anchorage  Interna¬ 
tional  Airport  governs  operations  within 
the  entire  zone.  This  zone  encompasses 
five  airports.  As  a  result  of  this  situ¬ 
ation,  a  traffic  management  problem  is 
created  in  the  Anchorage  terminal  area 
bceause  of  the  rapidly  changing  weather 
conditions  in  a  coastal  area.  In  addi¬ 
tion,  the  present  control  zone  encom¬ 
passes  more  airspace  than  is  required  for 
the  management  of  air  traffic. 

In  the  interest  of  more  efficient  man¬ 
agement  of  air  traffic,  the  Federal  Avia¬ 
tion  Agency  is  dividing  the  Anchorage 
control  zone  into  two  control  zones.  The 
southwest  portion  is  based  on  the  An¬ 
chorage  International  Airport  and  the 
northeast  portion  is  based  on  Merrill 
Field.  Weather  reported  at  Merrill  Field 
would  govern  operations  within  the  Mer¬ 


rill  zone  and  weather  reported  at  An¬ 
chorage  International  Airport  would 
govern  operations  within  the  modified 
Anchorage  zone.  Also,  with  the  desig¬ 
nation  of  the  two  separate  zones,  the 
amount  of  controlled  airspace  is  being 
slightly  decreased. 

Since  these  amendments  impose  no 
additional  burden  on  the  public,  notice 
and  public  procedure  hereon  are  unnec¬ 
essary.  However,  since  it  is  necessary 
that  sufficient  time  be  allowed  jto  permit 
appropriate  changes  to  be  made  on  aero¬ 
nautical  charts,  these  amendments  will 
become  effective  more  than  30  days  after 
publication. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  and 
pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated  to 
me  by  the  Administrator  (25  F.R.  12582) , 
thefollowing  actions  are  taken: 

1.  Section  601.2279  (25  F.R.  4644)  is 
amended  to  read: 

§  601.2279  Anchorage,  Alaska  (Anchor¬ 
age  International  Airport)  control 
zone. 

Within  a  5-mile  radius  of  Anchorage 
International  Airport  (latitude  61°10'23" 
N.,  longitude  149°58'10"  W.) ;  within  2 
miles  either  side  of  the  SW  course  of  the 
Anchorage  RR  extending,  from  the  5- 
mile  radius  zone  to  12  miles  SW  of  the 
RR;  within  2  miles  either  side  of  the 
Anchorage  VOR  079“  True  radial  extend¬ 
ing  from  the  5-mile  radius  zone  to  the 
VOR;  within  2  miles  either  side  of  the 
Anchorage  International  Airport  ILS 
localizer  W  course  extending  from  the 
5-mile  radius  zone  to  the  OM;  excluding 
that  portion  which  coincides  with  the 
Anchorage  (Merrill  Field)  control  zone 
(§  601.2300). 

2.  In  Part  601  (14  CFR  Part  601)  the 
following  section  is  added: 

§  601.2300  Anchorage,  Alaska  (Merrill 
Field)  control  zone. 

Within  a  3-mile  radius  of  Merrill  Field 
Airport  (latitude  61°13'03"  N.,  longitude 
149°50'52"  W.);  within  a  5-mile  radius 
of  Elmendorf  AFB  (latitude  61°15'05" 
N.,  longitude  149°48'52"  W.) ;  within  2 
miles  either  side  of  the  Elmendorf  AFB 
ILS  localizer  W  course  extending  from 
the  5-mile  radius  zone  to  the  OM;  within 
a  3-mile  radius  of  Bryant  4AF  (latitude 
61°16'02"  N.,  longitude  149°39'46"  W.) ; 
excluding  the  portion  that  coincides  with 
the  Eagle  River  Restricted  Area 
(R-2203).  The  portion  of  this  control 
zone  that  coincides  with  the  Elmendorf 
AFB  Restricted  Area/Military  Climb 
Corridor  (R-2201)  shall  be  used  only 
after  obtaining  prior  approval  from  ap¬ 
propriate  authority. 

These  amendments  shall  become  effec¬ 
tive  0001  e.s.t.  April  6,  1961. 

(Sec.  307(a),  72  Stat.  749;  49  U.S.C.  1348) 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Feb¬ 
ruary  17, 1961. 

D.  D.  Thomas, 
Director,  Bureau  of 
Air  Traffic  Management. 

[F.R.  Doc.  61-1625;  Filed,  Peb.  24,  1961; 
8:45  a.m.] 
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RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 


[Airspace  Docket  No.  60- AN-29] 

PART  601— DESIGNATION  OF  THE 
CONTINENTAL  CONTROL  AREA, 
CONTROL  AREAS,  CONTROL 
ZONES,  REPORTING  POINTS,  POSI¬ 
TIVE  CONTROL  ROUTE  SEGMENTS, 
AND  POSITIVE  CONTROL  AREAS 

Revocation  of  Control  Area 
Extension 

On  December  8,  1960,  a  notice  of  pro¬ 
posed  rule  making  was  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  (25  F.R.  12573)  stating 
that  the  Federal  Aviation  Agency  pro¬ 
posed  to  revoke  the  Galena,  Alaska,  con¬ 
trol  area  extension. 

No  adverse  comments  were  received 
regarding  the  proposed  amendment.  ■ 
Interested  persons  have  been  afforded 
an  opportunity  to  participate  in  the 
making  of  the  rule  herein  adopted,  and 
due  consideration  has  been  given  to  all 
relevant^  matter  presented. 

The  substance  of  the  proposed  amend¬ 
ment  having  been  published,  therefore, 
pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated  to 
me  by  the  Administrator  (25  F.R.  12582) 
and  for  the  reasons  stated  in  the  notice. 
Part  601  (14  CFR  Part  601)  is  amended 
by  revoking  the  following  section:  Sec- 
tton  601.1146  Control  area  extension 
(Galena,  Alaska). 

This  amendment  shall  become  effec¬ 
tive  0001  e.s.t.  Ai»*il  6,  1961. 

(Sec.  307(a),  73  Stat.  749;  49  U.S.C.  1348) 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Feb¬ 
ruary  17,  1961. 

D.  D.  Thomas, 
Director,  Bureau  of 
Air  Traffic  Management. 

[F.R.  Doc.  61-1633;  Filed.  FCb.  24,  1961; 
8:46  am.] 


[Airspace  Docket  No;  60-WA-194] 

PART  608— SPECIAL  USE  AIRSPACE 
California  and  Kentucky 

On  January  28,  1961,  there  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  (26  FJl. 
870)  a  revision  of  Part  608  of  the  regula¬ 
tions  of  the  Administrator.  This  revi¬ 
sion,  to  become  effective  March  9,  1961, 
contained  a  complete  list  of  restricted 
areas. 

In  the  description  of  the  Fort  Camp¬ 
bell,  Ky.,  Restricted  Area  (R-3703)  a 
controlling  agency  was  inadvertently 
designated.  No  requirement  exists  for 
the  designation  of  a  controlling  agency 
for  this  area.  Additionally,  In  the  de¬ 
scription  of  the  China  Lake,  Calif.,  Re¬ 
stricted  Area  (R-2505)  the  designated 
altitudes  were  inadvertently  omitted. 
Actions  are  taken  herein  to  correct  these 
errors. 

Since  these  actions  are  editorial  in 
nature  and  impose  no  additional  burden 
on  any  person,  compliance  with  section 
4  of  the  Administrative  Procedure  Act 
is  unnecessary  and  the  effective  date  of 
the  final  rule  as  Initially  adopted  may  be 
retained. 


In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  and 
pm-suant  to  the  authority  delegated  to 
me  by  the  Administrator  (25  FH.  12582) , 
effective  immediately.  Airspace  Docket 
No.  6()-WA-194  is  hereby  modified  as 
follows; 

1.  In  the  text  of  §  608.25  California, 
R-2505  China  Lake.  Calif.,  is  modified  by 
deleting  “Description  by  geographical  co¬ 
ordinates.”  and  substituting  therefor 
“Designated  altitudes.  Unlimited.”. 

2.  In  the  text  of  §  608.37  Kentucky, 
R-3703  Fort  Campbell,  Ky.,  is  modified 
by  deleting  “Controlling  agency.  Com¬ 
manding  (jreneral.  Fort  Campbell,  Ky.”. 

(Sec.  307(a),  72  Stat.  749;  49  U.S.C.  1348) 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Feb¬ 
ruary  17,  1961. 

D.  D.  Thomas, 
Director,  Bureau  of 
Air  Traffic  Management. 

[F.R.  Doc.  61-1632;  PUed,  Peb._24,  1961; 

8:46  a.m.] 


Title  17— COMMODITY  AND 
SECURITIES  EXCHANGES 

Chapter  I — Commodity  Exchange  Au¬ 
thority  (Including  Commodity  Ex¬ 
change  Commission),  Department 
of  Agriculture 

PART  1— GENERAL  REGULATIONS 

UNDER  THE  COMMODITY  EX¬ 
CHANGE  ACT 

PART  5— SPECIAL  PROVISIONS 
APPLICABLE  TO  EGGS 

Frozen  Whole  Eggs,  Frozen  Plain  Egg 
Whites,  and  Frozen  Plain  Egg  Yolks 

By  virtue  of  the  authority  vested  in 
the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  under  .the 
Commodity  Exchange  Act,  as  amended 
(7  U.S.C.,  1958  ed.,  l-17a) ,  and  pursuant 
to  notice  published  in  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister  on  January  7,  1961  (26  FJt.  132) , 
§  1.3  of  Part  1,  and  §§  5.00,  5.17,  5.18, 
5.20,  and  5.21  of  Part  5,  Title  17,  Code 
of  F^eral  Regulations  (17  CFR  1.3,  5.00, 
5.17,  5.18,  5.20,  and  5.21),  are  hereby 
amended  as  follows: 

§  1.3  [Amendment] 

1.  By  deleting  the  comma  after  “eggs” 
in  paragraph  (e)  of  §  1.3  and  substitut¬ 
ing  the  following:  “(including  shell  eggs, 
frozen  whole  eggs,  frozen  plain  egg 
white,  and  frozen  plain  egg  yolks) ,”. 

2.  By  amending  §  5.00  to  read  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

§  5.00  Definitions;  **e  g  g  s'*;  a  s  h 
eggs";  "egg  futures";  "each  fu¬ 
ture”  ;  "one  futui:e". 

The  term  “eggs”  as  used  in  this  part 
shall  mean  and  include  shell  eggs,  frozen 
whole  eggs,  frozen  plain  egg  whites  and 
frozen  plain  egg  yolks.  The  terms  “cash 
eggs”  and  “spot  eggs”  shall  have  the 
same  meaning  and  shall  refer  to  trans¬ 
actions  in  actual  eggs  as  distinguished 


from  futures.  The  tenns  “egg  future" 
“each  future”  and  “one  future”  shall’ 
include  contracts  of  the  same  kind^d 
class  maturing  during  the  same  deliv^ 
month.  ^ 

3.  By  amending  §  5.17  to  read  as  foi. 
lows : 

§  5.17  Information  shown  in  renorts 
Form  504. 

Reports  on  Form  504  shall  be  prepared 
in  accordance  with  the  instructions  ap¬ 
pearing  on  the  said  form  and  shall  show 
the  make-up  and  amount  of  the  cash- 
egg  position,  as  determined  by  inven¬ 
tories  of  and  unfilled  fixed-price  pur- 
chase  and  sale  commitments  with  respeci 
to  shell  eggs  (in  cold  stor^e  and 
where) ,  frozen  whole*  eggs,  froz«i  plain 
egg  whites,  frozen  plain  egg  yolks,  and 
egg  products. 

4.  By  amending  §  5.18  to  read  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

§  5.18  Cash-egg  positions;  informatiw 
to  be  furnished  upon  request. 

Any  person  who,  as  a  matter  of  regular 
business  practice,  excludes  certain  eggs 
not  in  cold  storage  or  certain  egg  prod¬ 
ucts  in  determining  his  cash-egg  positicm 
for  hedging  purposes,  may  exclude  such 
^gs  or  egg  products  in  reporting  his 
cash-egg  position.  Such  person  shall 
upon  request  furnish  the  Commodity  Ex¬ 
change  Authority  with  detailed  informa¬ 
tion  concerning  the  eggs  or  egg  products 
so  excluded. 

5.  By  amending  §  5.20  to  read  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

§  5.20  Amount  fixed  for  reporting  on 
Form  501. 

For  the  purpose  of  §§5.04  and  5.06, 
the  amounts  specified  for  reporting  ac¬ 
counts  on  Form  501  are,  respectivd^, 
25  carlots  for  shell  eggs,  25  contract  units 
for  frozen  whole  eggs,  25  contract  units 
for  frozen  egg  whites,  and  25  contract 
units  for  frozen  egg  yolks,  but  such  spec¬ 
ified  amounts  shall  not  apply  to  special 
calls  issued  under  authority  of  §  5.22. 

6.  By  amending  S  5.21  to  read  as 
follows: 


§  5.21  Amount  fixed  for  reporting  on 
Forms  503  and  504. 

For  the  purpose  of  §§  5.10,  5.14,  and 
5.16,  the  amounts  specified  for  report¬ 
ing  accounts  on  Forms  503  and  504  are, 
respectively,  25  carlots  for  shell  eggs,  25 
contract  units  for  frozen  whole  eggs,  25 
contract  units  for  frozen  egg  whites,  and 
25  contract  units  for  frozen  egg  yolks. 

These  amendments  shall  become  effec¬ 
tive  thirty  (30)  days  after  publication 
in  the  Federal  Register. 

Done  at  Washington,  D.C.^  this  21st 
day  of  February  1961. 

Orville  L.  Freeman, 
Secretary. 

[P.R.  Doc.  61-1679;  Kind,  Peb.  94,  1961; 

8:52  a.m.] 
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ritle  21— FOOD  AND  DRUGS 

Chapter  I — Food  and  Drug  Adminis¬ 
tration,  Department  of  Heaith,  Edu¬ 
cation,  and  Welfare 

SUBCHAPTER  C— DRUGS 

part  146— general  REGULATIONS 

for  the  certification  of  anti¬ 
biotic  AND  ANTIBIOTIC-CON- 
taining  drugs 

Labeling  of  Antibiotics  for  Use  in  Milk- 
Producing  Animals;  Extension  Ef¬ 
fective  Date  of  Order 

On  December  7,  1960,  the  Commis¬ 
sioner  of  Food  and  Drugs  published  an 
order  in  the  Federal  Register  (25  F.R. 
12506)  extending  the  effective  date  of 
an  order  published  August  31,  1960  (25 
PR.  8321) ,  in  above-identified  matter  to 
February  1,  1961.  The  Commissioner 
has  been  requested  to  extend  the  effec¬ 
tive  date  of  that  order  insofar  as  it  per¬ 
tains  to  chlortetracycline  or  tetracycline. 
The  necessary  data  on  these  two  prod¬ 
ucts  was  submitted  earlier  but  to  give 
further  time  for  its  evaluation  in  the 
pyxxl  and  Drug  Administration  the  ef¬ 
fective  date  of  the  order  affecting  these 
two  items  is  extended  to  April  2,  1961. 
(8m.  607(f),  69  Stat.  463,  as  amended;  21 
U.8.C.  367(f) ) 

Dated:  February  16,  1961. 

[seal]  Geo.  P.  Larrick, 

Commissioner  of  Food  and  Drugs. 

[PJl.  Doc.  61-1663;  Piled,  Feb.  24,  1961; 
8:49  a.m.j 


Title  29— LABDR 

Chapter  V — Wage  and  Hour  Division, 
Department  of  Labor 

PART  604— METAL,  MACHINERY, 
TRANSPORTATION  EQUIPMENT, 
AND  ALLIED  PRODUCTS  INDUSTRY 
IN  PUERTO  RICO 

Wage  Order 

PursuMit  to  section  5  of  the  Fair  Labor 
Standards  Act  of  1938,  as  amended  (52 
Stat.  1062,  as  amended;  29  U.S.C.  205), 
and  by  means  of  Administrative  Order 
No.  542  (25  F.R.  12950) ,  as  amended  by 
Administrative  Orders  Nos.  544  and  545 
(26  P.R.  51  and  484),  the  Secretary  of 
Labor  appointed  and  convened  Industry 
Committee  No.  51-B.  Administrative 
Order  No.  542  referred  to  Industry  Com¬ 
mittee  No.  51-B  the  question  of  the 
minimum  wage  rate  or  rates  to  be  paid 
under  section  6(c)  of  the  Act  to  em¬ 
ployees  in  the  metal,  machinery,  trans¬ 
portation  equipment,  and  allied  products 
industry  in  Puerto  Rico,  as  defined  in 
that  Order,  who  are  engaged  in  com¬ 
merce  or  in  the  production  of  goods  for 
commerce,  and  gave  due  notice  of  the 
hearing  of  the  Committee,  as  provided 
in  29  CFR  611.2(b). 

Excluded  from  the  mattei*s  referred 
to  Industry  Committee  No.  61-B  were 


the  activities  described  in  29  CFR  604.2 
(a)  and  (b).  The  minimum  wage  rate 
for  those  activities  equals  that  prescribed 
in  section  6(a)  (1)  of  the  Act. 

Subsequent  to  an  investigation  and  a 
hearing  conducted  pursuant  to  the  no¬ 
tice,  the  Committee  filed  with  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator  a  report  containing  its  find¬ 
ings  of  fact  and  recrmmendations  with 
respect  to  the  matters  referred  to  it. 

Accordingly,  as  authorized  and  re¬ 
quired  by  section  8  of  the  Fair  Labor 
Standards  Act  of  1938,  as  amended  (52 
Stat.  1064,  as  amended;  29  U.S.C.  208), 
Reorganization  Plan  No.  6  of  1950  (64 
Stat.  1263;  3  CFR  1949-53  Comp.,  p. 
1004),  and  General  Order  No.  45-A  of 
the  Secretary  of  Labor  (15  F.R.  3290), 
the  recommendations  of  Industry  Com¬ 
mittee  No.  51-B  are  hereinafter  published 
in  paragraphs  (c) ,  (d) ,  and  (e)  of  §  604.2 
in  this  revision  of  29  CFR  Part  604. 
Effective  March  13,  1961,  29  CFR  Part 
604  is  hereby  revised  to  read  as  follows: 
Sec. 

604.1  Definition. 

604.2  Wage  rates. 

604.3  Notices. 

Authority:  §§  604.1  to  604.3  issued  under 
sec.  8,  52  Stat.  1064,  as  amended;  29  U.S.C. 
208.  Interpret  or  apply  secs.  5,  6,  52  Stat. 
1062,  as  amended;  20  U.S.C.  205,  206. 

§  604.1  Definition. 

The  metal,  machinery,  transportation 
equipment,  and  allied  products  industry 
in  Puerto  Rico  is  defined  as  the  mining 
and  other  extraction  of  metal  ore  and 
the  processing  of  such  ore  into  metal; 
the  manufacture  (including  repair)  of 
any  product  or  part  made  chiefly  of 
metal;  and  the  manufacture  from  any 
material  of  machinery,  tools,  transpor¬ 
tation  equipment  and  ordnance;  Pro¬ 
vided,  however.  That  the  industry  shall 
not  include  the-  production  of  any  basic 
material  other  than  metal;  the  further 
processing  of  any  basic  material  other 
than  metal  except  when  done  by  an 
establishment  producing  from  such  ma¬ 
terial  a  product  of  this  industry  or  sub- 
assembly  of  such  product;  and  any  ac¬ 
tivity  included  in  the  button,  jewelry, 
and  lapidary  work  industry  in  Puerto 
Rico,  as  defined  in  Part  616  of  this  chap¬ 
ter,  or  in  the  electrical,  instrument,  and 
related  products  industry  in  Puerto 
Rico,  as  defined  in  Part  606  of  this 
chapter. 

§  604.2  Wage  rates. 

(a)  Wages  at  a  rate  of  not  less  than 
$1.00  an  hour  shall  be  paid  under  sec¬ 
tion  6  of  the  Fair  Labor  Standards  Act 
of  1938  by  every  employer  to  each  of 
his  employees  in  the  fabricated  wire 
products  classification  of  the  metal,  ma¬ 
chinery,  transportation  equipment,  and 
allied  products  industry  in  Puerto  Rico, 
who  is  engaged  in  commerce  or  in  the 
production  of  goods  for  commerce,  and 
this  classification  is  defined  as  the  fabri¬ 
cation  of  wire  products,  including,  but 
without  limitation,  staples,  gratings, 
garment  hangers,  curtain  hooks,  wire 
cloth  and  woven  wire  products,  wire 
spring  seat  cushions,  wire  plaster  rein¬ 
forcing  material  and  wire  for  bobbypins. 


(b)  Wages  at  a  rate  of  not  less  than 
$1.00  an  hour  shall  be  paid  under  sec¬ 
tion  6  of  the  Fair  Labor  Standards  Act  of 
1938  by  every  employer  to  each  of  his 
employees  in  the  general  classification  of 
the  metal,  machinery,  transportation 
equipment,  and  allied  products  industry 
in  Puerto  Rico,  who  is  engaged  in  com¬ 
merce  or  in  the  production  of  goods  for 
commerce,  and  Uiis  classification  is  de¬ 
fined  as  the  manufacture  of  all  products 
and  the  pei^ormance  of  all  activities  in¬ 
cluded  in  the  metal,  machinery,  trans¬ 
portation  equipment,  and  allied  products 
industry  except  the  products  and  activi¬ 
ties  included  in  the  fabricated  wire  prod¬ 
ucts  classification,  the  wire  drawing 
classification,  the  metal  spring  classifica¬ 
tion,  and  the  slide  fastener  classification. 

(c)  Wages  at  a  rate  of  not  less  than 
.$1.00  an  hour  shall  be  paid  under  section 
6  of  the  Fair  Labor  Standards  Act  of 
1938  by  every  employer  to  each  of  his 
employees  in  the  wire  drawing  classifica¬ 
tion  of  the  metal,  machinery,  transporta¬ 
tion  equipment,  and  allied  products  in¬ 
dustry  in  Puerto  Rico,  who  is  engaged 
in  commerce  or  in  the  production  of 
goods  for  commerce,  and  this  classifica¬ 
tion  is  defined  as  the  drawing  or  redraw¬ 
ing  of  wire  from  rod  and  wire  and  the 
further  fabrication  of  such  wire  products 
as  nails,  spikes,  chain,  and  fencing. 

(d)  Wages  at  a  rate  of  not  less  than 
97^2  cents  an  hour  shall  be  paid  under 
section  6  of  the  Fair  Labor  Standards 
Act  of  1938  by  every  employer  to  each  of 
his  employees  in  the  metal  spring  classi¬ 
fication  of  the  metal,  machinery,  trans¬ 
portation  equipment,  and  allied  products 
industry  in  Puerto  Rico,  who  is  engaged 
in  commerce  or  in  the  production  of 
goods  for  commerce,  and  this  classifica¬ 
tion  is  defined  as  the  manufacture  of 
metal  springs,  including  leaf  springs, 
coil  springs.  aM  wire  springs. 

(e)  Wages  at  a  rate  of  not  less  than 
95  cents  an  hour  shall  be  paid  under  sec¬ 
tion  6  of  the  Fair  Labor  Standards  Act  of 
1938  by  every  employer  to  each  of  his 
employees  in  the  slide  fastener  classifi¬ 
cation  of  the  metal,  machinery,  trans¬ 
portation  equipment,  and  allied  products 
industry  in  Puerto  Rico,  who  is  engaged 
in  commerce  or  in  the  production  of 
goods  for  commerce,  and  this  classifica¬ 
tion  is  defined  as  the  manufacture  of 
slide  fasteners. 

§  604.3  Notices. 

Every  employer  subject  to  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  §  604.2  shall  post  in  a  con¬ 
spicuous  place  in  each  department  of  his 
establishment  where  employees  subject 
to  the  provisions  of  §  604.2  are  working 
such  notice  of  this  part  as  shall  be  pre¬ 
scribed  from  time  to  time  by  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator  of  the  Wage  and  Hour  and 
PuDlic  Contracts  Divisions  of  the  United 
States  Department  of  Labor  and  shall 
give  such  other  notice  as  the  Adminis¬ 
trator  may  prescribe. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  20th 
day  of  February  1961. 

Clarence  T.  Lundquist, 
Administrator. 

[F.R.  Doc.  61-1676;  FUcd,  Feb.  24,  1961; 
8:52  ajn.] 
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RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 


PART  606— ELECTRICAL,  INSTRU¬ 

MENT,  AND  RELATED  PRODUCTS 

INDUSTRY  IN  PUERTO  RICO 

Wage  Order 

Pursuant  to  section  5  of  the  Pair  Labor 
Standards  Act  of  1938,  as  amended  (52 
Stat.  1062,  as  amended:  29  U.S.C.  205), 
and  by  means  of  Administrative  Order 
No.  542  (25  F.R.  12950),  as  amended  by 
Administrative  Orders  Nos.  544  and  545 
(26  PJFt.  51  and  484),  the  Secretary  of 
Labor  appointed  and  convened  Industry 
Committee  No.  51-A.  Administrative 
Order  No.  542  referred  to  Industry  Com¬ 
mittee  No.  51-A  the  question  of  the  mini¬ 
mum  wage  rate  or  rates  to  be  paid  under 
section  6(c)  of  the  Act  to  employees  in 
the  electrical,  instrument,  and  related 
products  industry  in  Puerto  Rico,  as 
defined  in  that  order,  who  are  engaged  in 
commerce  or  in  the  production  of  goods 
for  commerce,  and  gave  due  notice  of  the 
hearing  of  the  Committee,  as  provided  in 
29  CPR  511.2(b). 

Excluded  from  the  matters  referred  to 
Industry  Committee  No.  51-A  were  the 
activities  described  in  29  CPR  606.2  (a) 
and  (b).  The  minimum  wage  rate  for 
those  activities  equals  that  prescribed  in 
section  6(a)  (1)  of  the  Act. 

Subsequent  to  an  investigation  and  a 
hearing  conducted  pursuant  to  the 
notice,  the  Committee  filed  with  the 
Administrator  a  report  containing  its 
findings  of  fact  and  recommendations 
with  respect  to  the  matters  referred  to  it. 

Accordingly,  as  authorized  and  re¬ 
quired  by  section  8  of  the  Pair  Labor 
Standards  Act  of  1938,  as  amended  (52 
Stat.  1064,  as  amended;  29  U.S.C.  208), 
Reorganization  Plan  No.  6  of  1950  (64 
Stat.  1263;  3  CPR,  1949-53  Comp.,  p. 
1004)^  and  General  Order  No.  45-A  of 
the  Secretary  of  Labor  (15  FJR.  3290), 
the  recommendations  of  Industry  Com¬ 
mittee  No.  51-A  are  hereinafter  pub¬ 
lished  in  paragraphs  (c) ,  (d) ,  and  (e)  of 
§  606.2  in  this  revision  of  29  CPR  Part 
606.  Effective  March  13,  1961,  29  CPR, 
Part  606  is  hereby  revised  to  read  as 
follows: 

See 

606.1  Definition. 

606.2  Wage  rates. 

606.3  Notices. 

Authoritt:  S  9  606.1  to  606.3  issued  under 
sec.  6,  52  Stat.  1064,  as  amended;  29  U.S.C. 
206.  Interpret  or  apply  secs.  6,  6,  52  Stat. 
1062,  as  amended;  20  U.S.C.  205,  206. 

§  606.1  Definition. 

The  electrical,  instrument,  and  related 
products  industiT  in  Puerto  Rico  is  de¬ 
fined  as  the  manufacture,  assembly,  and 
repair  of  machinery,  apparatus,  equip¬ 
ment  and  supplies  for  the  generation, 
storage,  transmission,  transformation, 
and  utilization  of  electrical  energy;  and 
the  manufacture,  assembly,  and  repair  of 
instruments,  lenses,  apparatus,  and 
equipment  ^for  .  scientific,  professional, 
industrial  measurement,  photographic, 
ophthalmic,  musical,  and  horological 
purposes:  Provided,  however.  That  the 
industry  shall  not  include  industrial  and 
commercial  machinery  powered  by  elec¬ 
tric  motors;  measuring-and-dispensing 
pumps;  ophthalmic  frames;  or  any 
activity  included  in  the  stone,  clay,  glass. 


cement,  and  related  products  industry, 
as  defined  in  Part  678  of  this  chapter. 

§  606.2  Wage  rates. 

(a)  Wages  at  a  rate  of  not  less  than 
$1.00  an  hour  shall  be  paid  under  sec¬ 
tion  6  of  the  Pair  Labor  Standards  Act 
of  1938  by  every  employer  to  each  of  his 
employees  in  classification  A  of  the  elec¬ 
trical,  instrument,  and  related  products 
industry  in  Puerto  Rico,  who  is  engaged 
in  commerce  or  in  the  production  of 
goods  for  commerce,  and  this  classifica¬ 
tion  is  defined  as  the  manufacture  of- 
electric  shavers  and  parts  and  hair  dry¬ 
ers;  storage  batteries  and  parts,  except 
carbon-type  dry  cell  batteries;  me¬ 
chanical  drafting  machines;  solderless 
electric  terminals  and  connectors;  tele¬ 
vision  antennas  and  lead-in  cables;  and 
small  portable  electric  hand  tools  de¬ 
signed  for  use  by  home  craftsmen,  in¬ 
cluding  Sanders,  handsaws  and  similar 
small  electric  tools. 

(b)  Wages  at  a  rate  of  not  less  than 
$1.00  an  hour  shall  be  paid  under  section 
6  of  the  Pair  Labor  Standards  Act  of 
1938  by  every  employer  to  each  of  his 
employees  in  classification  B  of  the  elec¬ 
trical,  instrument,  and  related  pnxlucts 
industry  in  Puerto  Rico,  who  is  engaged 
in  commerce  or  in  the  production  of 
goods  for  commerce,  and  this  classifica¬ 
tion  is  defined  as  the  manufacture  of 
electric  irons,  toaster  elements,  and  hot 
water  heaters;  exposure  meters,  am¬ 
meters,  voltmeters,  accelerometers,  and 
panel  instruments;  circuit  breakers  and 
service  entrance  equipment;  armatures 
and  field  coils;  switches  and  fiuorescent 
starters;  coils,  including  magneto  coils 
and  breakers;  solenoids;  relays,  includ¬ 
ing  telephone-type  relays,  power-type 
relays  and  magnetic  relay  elements; 
electric  wave  filters;  gyroscopes  and  re¬ 
lated  equipment;  lighting  fixtures  and 
fiuorescent  lighting  lamps  (except  light 
bulbs  and  tubes  and  Christmas  lighting 
sets) ;  fioor  polishers;  soldering  guns; 
electronic  heating  devices;  electronic 
controls  for  auto  headlight  dimmers; 
electronic  data  processing  machines 
and  systems;  soil  moisture  testing  equip¬ 
ment;  aircraft  test  instruments;  strain 
gauge  transducers;  photoelectric  cells; 
tape  recorder  heads  and  erase  head  as¬ 
semblies;  electronic  guns  for  television 
picture  tubes;  and  the  repair  and  rewind¬ 
ing  of  electric  motors  and  other  elec¬ 
trical  equipment. 

(c)  Wages  at  a  rate  of  not  less  than 
$1.00  an  hour  shall  be  paid  under  section 
6  of  the  Pair  Labor  Standards  Act  of 
1938  by  every  employer  to  each  of  his 
employees  in  classification  C  of  the 
electrical,  instrument,  and  related  prod¬ 
ucts  industry  in  Puerto  Rico,  who  is 
engaged  in  commerce  or  in  the  produc¬ 
tion  of  goods  for  commerce,  and  this 
classification  is  defined  as  the  manufac¬ 
ture  of  capacitors,  transistors,  coils  and 
coil  forms,  hermetic  seals,  crystal  units, 
rectifiers,  electronic  tubes,  television 
picture  tubes,  television  sets,  refrigera¬ 
tors,  phonograph  pickup  cartridges, 
electric  baseboard  heating  units,  heating 
pads  and  massage  pads,  Christmas  light¬ 
ing  sets,  thermometers,  drafting  instru¬ 
ments.  surgical  administration  sets,  and 
watches. 


(d)  Wages  at  a  rate  of  not  less  than 
90  cents  an  hour  shall  be  paid 
section  6  of  the  Pair  Labor  Standard* 
Act  of  1938  by  every  employer  to  each  of 
his  employees  in  classification  D  of  the 
electrical,  instrument,  and  related  prod¬ 
ucts  industry  in  Puerto  Rico,  who  is  en¬ 
gaged  in  commerce  or  in  the  production 
of  goods  for  commerce,  and  this  classifi¬ 
cation  is  defined  as  the  grinding  and 
manufacture  of  optical  and  ophthalmic 
lenses  and  prisms. 

(e)  Wages  at  a  rate  of  not  less  than 
95  cents  an  hour  shall  be  paid  under 
section  6  of  the  Pair  Labor  Standards 
Act  of  1938  by  every  employer  to  each  of 
his  employees  in  classification  E  of  the 
electrical,  instrument,  and  related  prod¬ 
ucts  industry  in  Puerto  Rico,  who  is 
engaged  in  commerce  or  in  the  produc¬ 
tion  of  goods  for  commerce,  and  this 
classification  is  defined  as  the  manufac¬ 
ture  of  transformers,  wirewound  re¬ 
sistors,  and  all  products  and  activities 
not  specifically  included  in  any  other 
classification  of  this  industry. 

§  606.3  Notices. 

Every  employer  subject  to  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  §  606.2  shall  post  in  a  con¬ 
spicuous  place  in  each  department  of  his 
establishment  where  employees  subject 
to  the  provisions  of  §  606.2  are  working 
such  notice  of  this  part  as  shall  be  pre¬ 
scribed  from  time  to  time  by  the  Admin¬ 
istrator  of  the  Wage  and  Hour  and 
Public  Contracts  Divisions  of  the  United 
States  Department  of  Labor  and  shall 
give  such  other  notice  as  the  Admin, 
istrator  may  prescribe. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  20th 
day  of  February  1961. 

Clarence  T.  Lundquist, 
Administrator. 

[F.R.  Doc.  61-1677:  Piled.  Peb.  24,  1961; 

8:52  a.m.j 


Title  46— SHIPPING 

Chapter  I — Coast  Guard,  Department 
of  the  Treasury 

SUBCHAPTER  O — REGULATIONS  APPLICABLE  TO 
CERTAIN  VESSELS  DURING  EMERGENCY 

[CGPR  61-4] 

PART  154— WAIVERS  OF  NAVIGA¬ 
TION  AND  VESSEL  INSPECTION 
LAWS  AND  REGULATIONS  ^ 

“M.V.  Chicot”  and  ‘‘M.V.  Sirena” 

Pursuant  to  the  request  of  the  Deputy 
Assistant  Secretary  of  Defense  (Suppb 
and  Logistics) ,  in  a  letter  dated  January 
.11,  1961,  made  under  the  provisions  at 
section  1  of  the  act  of  December  27, 1950 
(64  Stat.  H20:  46  U.S.C.,  note  prec.  1), 
and  a  delegation  of  authority  from  the 
Secretary  of  Defense,  the  navigation  and 
vessel  inspection  laws  administered  by 
the  Coast  Guard  are  waived  to  the  extent 
and  in  the  manner  described  in  §  154.73 
for  the  “M.V.  Chicot”  until  and  includ¬ 
ing  December  31, 1961,  and  the  waiver  In 
§  154.76  for  the  “M.V.  Slrena”  Is  can¬ 
celed. 


^  This  is  also  codified  as  33  CPR  Part  19. 


Saturday*  February  25,  1961 
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The  purpose  for  the  following  waiver 
order  designated  §  154.73,  as  well  as  33 
rpB  19.73,  is  to  waive  the  navigation 
and  vesMl  inspection  laws  and  regula¬ 
tions  issued  pursuant  thereto  which  are 
administered  by  the  United  States  Coast 
Guard  as  requested  by  the  Assistant 
Secretary  of  Defense  (Supply  and 
Logistics),  and  to  publish  the  terms  of 
this  waiver  in  the  Federal  Register.  It 
is  hereby  foimd  that  compliance  with 
the  Administrative  Procedure  Act  (re¬ 
specting  notice  of  proposed  rule  making, 
public  rule  making  procedure  thereon 
and  effective  date  requirements  thereof) 
is  impracticable  and  contrary  to  the 
public  interest. 

By  virtue  of  the  authority  vested  in  me 
as  Commandant;  United  States  Coast 
Guard,  by  an  order  of  the  Acting  Secre¬ 
tary  of  the  Treasury  dated  January  23, 
1951,  identified  as  CGPR  51-1,  and  pub¬ 
lish^  in  the  Federal  Register  dated  ' 
January  26,  1951  (16  F.R.  731),  to  pro¬ 
mulgate  waiver  orders  in  accordance 
with  the  act  of  December  27,  1950,  the 
following  actions  are  prescribed: 

1.  Part  154  is  amended  by  inserting  a 
new  §  154.73  containing  the  following 
waiver  order: 

§  154.73  “M.V.  Chicoi.” 

(a)  Pursuant  to  the  request  of  the 
Assistant  Secretary  of  Defense  (Supply 
and  Logistics)  in  a  letter  dated  Janu¬ 
ary  11,  1961,  made  imder  the  provisions 
of  section  1  of  the  act  of  December  27, 
1950  (64  Stat.  1120;  46  U.S.C.  note  prec. 
1),  and  a  delegation  of  authority  from 
the  Secretary  of  Defense,  I  hereby  waive 
in  the  interest  of  national  defense  com¬ 
pliance  with  certain  provisions  of  the 
navigation  and  vessel  inspection  laws 
administered  by  the  United  States  Coast 
Ouard,  as  well  as  regulations  issued 
thereunder  and  published  in  33  CFR 
Chapter  I  or  in  this  chapter,  to  the  ex¬ 
tent  necessary  to  permit  the  “M.V. 
Chicot,”  owned  by  Jones  and  Guerrero 
Co.,  Inc.,  Agana,  Guam,  Marianas 
Islands,  to  have  a  certificate  of  inspec¬ 
tion  for  an  “ocean”  route,  and  permis¬ 
sion  to  operate  so  long  as  such  vessel 
is  in  compliance  with  the  applicable  laws 
and  the  following  minimums  for  certain 
manning  and  employment  requirements 
in  lieu  of  those  prescribed  in  law: 

(1)  The  master,  chief  mate,  chief  en¬ 
gineer,  and  radio  operator  shall  be  in 
possession  of  appropriate  licenses  and 
merchant  mariner’s  documents  issued 
by  the  U.S.  Coast  Guard. 

(2)  The  master  and  crew  members 
shall  have  security  clearances  issued  by 
the  appropriate  U.S.  military  authority 


having  security  control  over  Guam  and 
its  waters. 

(3)  U.S.  citizens  who  do  not  possess 
the  appropriate  Coast  Guard  licenses 
and/or  merchant  mariner’s  documents 
required  by  law,  and  whose  licenses  and/ 
or  merchant  mariner’s  documents  are 
not  npw  either  suspended  or  revoked, 
may  be  employed  as  crew  members  to 
the  extent  that  persons  holding  proper 
documents  cannot  be  hired  on  the  Island 
of  Guam  as  determined  by  the  OfiBcer  in 
Charge,  Marine  Inspection,  Guam,  on 
behalf  of  the  Department  of  Defense. 

(4)  Aliens,  except  as  set  forth  in  sub- 
paragraph  (1)  of  this  paragraph,  may 
be  employed  as  crew  members  to  the 
extent  that  citizens  holding  proper  doc¬ 
uments  cannot  be  hired  on  the  Island 
of  Guam  as  determined  by  the  Officer  in 
Charge,  Marine  Inspection,  Guam,  on 
behalf  of  the  Department  of  Defense. 

(b)  This  waiver  order  shall  be  in  effect 
to  and  including  December  31,  1961,  un¬ 
less  sooner  terminated  by  proper 
authority. 

(Sec.  1,  64  Stat.  1140;  46  U.S.C.,  note  prec.  1) 
§  154.76  [Cancellation] 

2.  Section  154.76  “M.V.  Sirena"  (for¬ 
merly  F.S.  364)  is  canceled. 

Dated:  February  16, 1961. 

[SEAL]  A.  C.  Richmond, 

Admiral,  U.S.  Coast  Guard, 
Commandant. 

(P.R.  Doc.  61-1655;  Piled,  Peb.  24,  1961; 

8:49  a.m.] 


Title  50— WILDLIFE  AND 
FISHERIES 

Chapter  I — Bureau  of  Sport  Fisheries 
and  Wildlife,  Fish  and  Wildlife 
Service,  Department  of  the  Interior 

PART  33— SPORT  FISHING 

White  River  National  Wildlife  Refuge, 
Arkansas 

The  following  special  regulation  is 
issued  and  Is  effective  on  date  of  publi¬ 
cation  in  the  Federal  Register. 

§  33.5  Special  regulations;  sport  fish¬ 
ing;  for  individual  wildlife  refuge 
areas. 

Arkansas 

WHITE  RIVER  NATIONAL  WILDLIFE  REFUGE 

Sport  fishing  on  the  White  River  Na¬ 
tional  Wildlife  Refuge.  Arkansas,  is  per¬ 
mitted  only  on  the  areas  designated  by 
signs  as  open  to  fishing.  This  open  area. 


comprising  2,592  acres  or  .022  percent  of 
the  total  area  of  the  refuge,  is  delineated 
on  a  map  available  at  the  refuge  head¬ 
quarters  and  from  the  office  of  the  Re¬ 
gional  Director,  Bureau  of  Sport  Fish¬ 
eries  and  Wildlife,  Peachtree-Seventh 
Building,  Atlanta  23,  Georgia.  Sport 
fishing  is  subject  to  the  following  con¬ 
ditions: 

(a)  Species  permitted  to  be  taken: 
Black  bass,  bream,  crappie,  perch,  and 
pike;  and  other  minor  species  permitted 
by  State  regulations. 

(b)  Open  season:  March  16,  1961, 
through  October  31, 1961. 

(c)  Daily  creel  limits: 

Black  bass,  10. 

Crappie,  20. 

Bream,  perch,  and  sunfish,  50  each  or  In 
aggregate. 

Other  minor  species  as  prescribed  by  State 
regulations. 

(d)  Methods  of  fishing: 

1.  Pole  and  line,  rod  and  reel,  artificial 
and  live  bait  permitted. 

2.  Row  boats,  canoes,  other  type  boats 
and  motors  are  permitted  to  use  refuge 
waters  provided  owner  identification  tags 
are  secmely  affixed.  Boats  without  tags 
prohibited. 

(d)  Other  provisions: 

1.  The  provisions  of  this  special  regu¬ 
lation  supplement  the  regulations  which 
govern  fishing  on  wildlife  refuge  areas 
generally  which  are  set  forth  In  Title  50, 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  Part  33. 

2.  A  Federal  permit  is  not  required  to 
enter  the  public  fishing  area. 

3.  The  provisions  of  this  special  regu¬ 
lation  are  effective  to  November  1, 1961. 

W.  L.  Towns, 

Acting  Regional  Director,  Bu¬ 
reau  of  Sport  Fisheries  and 
Wildlife. 

February  15,  1961. 

[P.R.  Doc.  61-1638;  Plied,  P^b.  24,  1961; 

8:47  a.m.] 


Title  33— NAVIGATIDN  AND 
NAVIGABLE  WATERS 

Chapter  I — Coast  Guard,  Department 
of  the  Treasury 

PART  19— WAIVERS  OF  NAVIGATION 
AND  VESSEL  INSPECTION  LAWS 
AND  REGULATIONS 

“M.V.  Chicot”  and  ”M.V.  Sirena” 

Cross  Reference:  For  a  document 
affecting  I!  19.73  and  19.76,  see  Title  46, 
Chapter  I,  Part  154,  supra. 


Proposed  Rule  Making 


DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Agricultural  Research  Service 
[  9  CFR  Part  155  1 

INSPECTION  AND  CERTIFICATION  OF 

PRODUCTS  FOR  DOGS,  CATS,  AND 

OTHER  CARNIVORA 

Notice  of  Proposed  Rule  Making 

Notice  Is  hereby  given  in  accordance 
with  section  4  of  the  Administrative  Pro¬ 
cedure  Act  (5  U.S.C.  1003)  that  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Agricultiire,  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  sections  203  and  205  of  the 
Agricultural  Marketing  of  1946,  as 
amended  (7  U.S.C.  1622,  1624) ,  proposes 
to  am^d  the  regulations  for  inspection 
and  edification  of  products  for  dogs, 
cats,  and  other  carnivora  (9  CFR  Part 
155)  in  the  following  respects: 

1.  Section  155.29  would  be  amended  to 
read  as  follows: 

§  155,29  Composition  of  certified  prod- 
u<A  for  dogs,  cats,  and  other  carniv¬ 
ora. 

(а)  Composition  of  canned  mainte¬ 
nance  food.  (1)  Only  ingredients  which 
are  normal  to  canned  food  fot  dogs,  cats, 
and  other  carnivora  or  are  favoraUe  to 
adequate  nutrition,  and  which  are 
classed  by  the  Director  of  the  Divisim  as 
conforming  with  requirements  contained 
in  this  part  shall  be  used  in  the  prepara¬ 
tion  of  maintenance  food. 

(2)  Not  less  than  30  percent  of  meat 
or  animal  food  meat  by-product  or  both, 
or  of  horse  meat  or  animal  food  horse 
meat  by-product  or  both,  or  of  mule 
meat  or  animal  food  mule  meat  by¬ 
product  or  both,  shall  be  used  in  the 
preparatimi  of  canned  maintenance  food. 
Upmi  Q>ecific  approval  of  the  Director  of 
the  Division,  combinations  of  the  above 
specified  ingredients  may  be  used.  'Hie 
unoook^  weight  of  the  meat  or  animal 
food  meat  by-product  or  both,  or  of  the 
Imrse  meat  or  animal  food  horse  meat 
by-product  or  both,  or  of  the  mule  meat 
or  Aninmi  food  mule  meat  by-product  or 
both,  or  combinations  thereof,  shall  be 
used  in  the  calculation,  and  the  per¬ 
centage  shall  be  obtained  by  relating  this 
weight  to  the  total  weight  of  the  main¬ 
tenance  food. 

(3)  Maintenance  food  shall  contain 
not  lees  than  10  percent  of  protein. 

(4)  Maintenance  food  shall  contain  a 
level  of  minerals  and  vitamins  g^erally 
recognized  to  be  essential  to  the  nutri¬ 
tional  value  of  the  food. 

(5)  Vegetables  and  grains  and  their 
derivatives,  used  as  ingredients  of  main¬ 
tenance  food,  shall  be  of  good  quaUty, 
shall  be  free  frmn  discoloration,  mold, 
smut,  and  insect  infestation,  and  shall 
be  otherwise  fit  for  use  as  animal  food. 

(б)  Inedible  material  such  as  tankage, 
dried  blood,  bone  meal,  and  the  like  diall 
not  be  us^  as  ingredients  of  mainte¬ 
nance  food. 


(b)  Composition  of  canned  or  fresh 
frozen  animal  protein  supplement.  (1) 
Animal  protein  supplement  shall  con¬ 
tain  not  less  than  95  percent  of  meat  or 
animal  food  meat  by-product  or  both,  or 
of  horse  meat  or  animal  food  horse  meat 
by-product  or  both,  or  of  mule  meat  or 
animal  food  mule  meat  by-product  or 
both.  Upon  specific  approval  of  the  Di¬ 
rector  of  the  Division,  combinations  of 
the  above  specified  ingredients  may  be 
used. 

(2)  Animal  protein  supplement  shall 
have  added  thereto  a  sufficient  amount 
of  fresh  ground  bone  or  other  accepta¬ 
ble  agent  to  satisfy  the  requirements  of 
the  regulations  promulgated  under  the 
Meat  Inspection  Act  (34  Stat.  1260)  as 
amended  (21  U.S.C.  71  et  seq.) ,  and  the 
Horse  Meat  Act  (41  Stat.  241;  21  U.S.C. 
96) ,  in  order  to  insure  decharacterization 
of  the  product  for  human  food  piirposes. 

(3)  Animal  protein  supplement  may 
contain  not  more  than  3  percent  wheat 
fiour  or  other  processing  aid  acceptable 
to  the  Director  of  the  Division,  which 
i^aU  be  of  good  quality,  shall  be  free 
from  insect  infestation,  and  shall  be 
otherwise  fit  for  use  as  animal  food. 

(4)  Animal  protein  supplement  shall 
contain  not  less  than  15  percent  protein. 

(5)  Animal  protein  supplement  shall 
contain  not  less  than  3  per  cent  fat. 

(c)  Composition  of  canned  pet  stew. 

(1)  Pet  stew  shall  contain  not  less  than 
25  per  cent  of  meat  or  animal  food  meat 
by-product  or  both,  or  of  horse  meat  or 
animal  food  horse  meat  by-product  or 
both,  or  of  mule  meat  or  animal  food 
mule  meat  by-product  or  both.  Upon 
specific  approval  of  the  Director  of  the 
Division,  combinations  of  the  above 
specified  ingredients  may  be  used. 

(2)  Pet  stew  shall  contain  a  variety  of 
vegetables  and  may  contain  other  in¬ 
gredients  which  are  favorable  to  ade¬ 
quate  nutrition. 

(3)  Vegetables  and  grains  and  their 
derivatives  used  as  ingredients  of  stews 
shall  be  of  good  quality,  shall  be  free 
from  discoloration,  mold,  smut,  and  in¬ 
sect  infestation,  and  shall  be  otherwise 
fit  for  use  as  animal  food. 

(4)  Pet  stew  shall  contain  not  less 
than  8  per  cent  protein. 

(5)  Pet  stew  shaU  contain  not  less 
than  2  per  cent  fat. 

(6)  Pet  stew  may  cemtain  not  more 
than  75  per  cent  moisture. 

§  155.30  [Deletion] 

2.  Section  155.30  would  be  deleted  in 
its  entirety. 

§  155.32  [Amendment] 

3.  Section  155.32(a)  (2)  would  be 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 

(2)  Class  of  product  as  outlined  in 
paragraphs  (a) ,  (b) ,  and  (c)  of  9 155.29 
shall  be  declared  on  either  the  main  dis¬ 
play  or  20  percent  panel  of  the  label. 

The  existing  regulations  provide  for 
the  preparation  of  two  classes  of  product 


under  the  certification  program,  namely 
“Canned  Maintenance  Food”  aM 
“Canned  or  Fresh  Frozen  Animal 
Protein  Supplement.”  The  proposed 
amendments  would  permit  wider  use  o! 
the  program  by  adding  a  third  class  of 
product,  “Pet  Stew”,  which  is  now  being 
marketed  by  non-certified  processors 
The  protein  content  of  the  proposed 
“Pet  Stew”  exceeds  the  minimuiu  re¬ 
quirements  for  both  growth  and  mainte¬ 
nance  of  dogs,  cats,  and  other  carnivora 
as  outlined  in  “Nutrient  Requirement  of 
Dogs”  published  by  the  Agricultural 
Board,  Division  of  Biology  and  Agricul¬ 
ture,  National  Research  Council.  The 
product  has  received  good  consumer 
acceptance,  and  several  establishments 
operating  under  the  certification  pro¬ 
gram  have  requested  permission  to  pre¬ 
pare  the  product  tinder  certification. 

Any  person  who  wishes  to  submit  writ¬ 
ten  data,  views,  or  arguments  concerning 
the  proposed  amendments  may  do  so  by 
filing  them  with  the  Director,  Meat  In¬ 
spection  Division,  Agricultural  Research 
Service,  UJ3.  Department  of  Agriculture, 
Washington  25,  D.C.,  within  30  days  after 
date  of  publication  of  this  notice  in  ffie 
Federal  Register. 

Done  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  20th 
day  of  February  1961. 

M.  R.  Clarkson, 
Acting  Administrator, 
Agricultural  Research  Service. 

{Fit.  Doc.  61-1646;  FUed,  Feb.  24,  1961; 

8:48  am.] 


FEDERAL  AVIATION  AGENCY 

[  14  CFR  Parts  48,  60  1 

[Reg.  Docket  No.  665;  Draft  Release  No.  61-4] 

OPERATION  OF  MOORED  BALLOONS, 

KITES,  UNMANNED  FREE  BAL¬ 
LOONS,  ROCKETS  AND  MISSILES 

Notice  of  Proposed  Rule  Making 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated  to 
me  by  the  Administrator  (14  CFR  Part 
405),  notice  is  hereby  given  that  the 
Federal  Aviation  Agency  has  under  con¬ 
sideration  a  proposal  to  amend  Parts  48 
and  60  of  the  Civil  Air  Regulations  as 
hereinafter  set  forth. 

Interested  persons  may  participate  in 
the  making  of  the  proposed  rules  by  sub¬ 
mitting  such  written  data,  views  or  argu¬ 
ments  as  they  may  desire.  Since  this 
proposal  contains  three  distinct  sub¬ 
parts,  it  is  requested  that,  where  possible, 
comments  be  identified  with  respect  to 
the  individual  subpart  involved.  Com¬ 
munications  should  be  submitted  in 
duplicate  to  the  Docket  Section,  Federal 
Aviation  Agency,  Room  B-316,  1711  New 
York  Avenue  NW.,  Washington  25,  D.C. 
All  communications  received  prior  to 
May  30,  1961,  will  be  considered  by  the 
Administrator  before  taking  action  upon 
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the  proposed  rule.  The  proposals  con¬ 
ned  in  this  notice  may  be  changed  in 
the  light  of  comments  received. 

All  comments  submitted  will  be  avail¬ 
able  for  examination  by  interested  per¬ 
sons  in  the  Docket  Section  when  the 
prescribed  date  for  the  return  of  com¬ 
ments  has  expired.  Because  of  the  large 
number  of  conunents  which  are  antici¬ 
pated  in  response  to  this  proposal,  the 
Bureau  of  Air  Traffic  Management  will 
be  unable  to  acknowledge  receipt  of  each 
reply. 

48  currently  governs  the  opera¬ 
tions  of  moored  balloons  and  the  flight 
of  large  kites.  Civil  Aeronautics  Manual 
46  provides  rules,  policies,  and  inter¬ 
pretations  regarding  the  application  of 
various  sections  of  the  regulations.  Part 
60  provides  the  Air  Traffic  Rules  gov¬ 
erning  the  operation  of  aircraft  in  the 
United  States. 

It  is  proposed  herein  to  amend  Part 
48  to  include  regulations  governing  the 
operations  of  unmanned  free  balloons 
and  the  firing  or  launching  of  rockets 
and  missiles.  It  is  proposed  that  Part 
48  be  divided  into  three  subparts.  Sub¬ 
part  A  will  consolidate  the  material  cur¬ 
rently  contained  in  Part  48  with  certain 
regulatory  provisions  of  CAM  48.  Sub¬ 
part  B  will  provide  rules  to  govern  the 
operation  of  unmanned  free  balloons 
and  Subpart  C  will  regulate  the  firing  or 
launching  of  rockets  and  missiles.  Civil 
Aeronautics  Manual  48  would  be  re¬ 
scinded.  In  addition,  the  scope  of  Part 
60  would  be  amended  to  exclude  un¬ 
manned  free  balloons,  rockets  and  mis¬ 
siles  from  the  provisions  of  the  part. 

The  proposed  Subpart  A  reflects  no 
substantive  change  from  the  provisions 
of  the  existing  Part  48  and  CAM  48  ex¬ 
cept  a  deletion  of  the  provision  requir¬ 
ing  the  operator  to  obtain  a  permit  from 
the  Administrator  prior  to  conducting 
operations.  This  requirement  is  ren¬ 
dered  unnecessary  by  a  modification  of 
the  rule  in  a  manner  which  charges  the 
operator  with  the  responsibility  to  un¬ 
derstand  and  to  apply  the  provisions  of 
the  regulation  in  the  manner  prescribed. 
This  concept  of  administering  a  rule  is 
not  unique.  For  example,  the  Air  Traf¬ 
fic  Rules  of  Part  60  have  been  applied 
successfully  in  this  manner  for  many 
years.  In  addition,  the  new  Subpart  A 
would  be  revised  editorially  to  conform 
with  the  new  format  of  the  part. 

The  proposed  Subpart  B  is  designed 
to  minimize  the  potential  collision  haz¬ 
ard  to  aircraft  created  by  the  release  of 
unmanned  free  balloons.  The  data 
sought  by  the  major  users  of  free  bal¬ 
loons  is  generally  obtained  above  44,000 
feet  (standard  pressure  altitude).  The 
ascent  to  and  descent  from  this  altitude 
are  within  the  area  of  greatest  conflict 
with  other  air  commerce.  Since  these 
balloons  may  traverse  a  broad  expanse  of 
airspace  including  controlled  airspace, 
presenting  an  unknown  and  unpredict¬ 
able  hazard  to  air  commerce,  regulations 
to  render  such  operations  as  compatible 
as  possible  with  the  activities  of  the 
other  airspace  users  are  considered 
necessary. 

Operations  of  unmanned  free  balloons 
have,  for  the  most  part,  been  conducted 
under  the  auspices  of  the  Department 


of  Defense.  An  increasing  number  of 
private  organizations  and  governmental 
agencies  have  indicated  an  intent  to  con¬ 
duct  unmanned  free  balloon  activities. 
The  increase  in  activities  of  this  nature 
requires  the  promulgation  of  rules  to 
govern  the  conduct  of  unmanned  free 
balloon  operations.  For  this  reason,  reg¬ 
ulatory  measures  applicable  to  the 
launching,  tracking  and  impact  of  im- 
manned  free  balloons  are  proposed.  In 
addition,  the  subpart  proposes  require¬ 
ments  with  respect  to  weather,  equip¬ 
ment  components,  safety  devices,  and 
computation  of  the  airborne  payload. 
Since  the  proposed  definition  of  payload 
includes  such  items  as  support  rings,  ca¬ 
ble,  antenna,  valving  devices  and  para¬ 
chutes,  a  computation  of  the  payload 
would  include  the  weights  of  such  items. 

The  proposed  regulations  contain  re¬ 
quirements  pertinent  to  launching  sites, 
designed  to  insure  that  the  site  is  located 
so  as  to  minimize  confiict  between  bal¬ 
loon  operations  and  air  commerce.  The 
ascent  of  the  balloon  to  3,000  feet  above 
the  surface  would  be  restricted  to  un¬ 
controlled  airspace  and  to  airspace  which 
does  not  overlie  cities,  towns  or  settle¬ 
ments.  A  minimum  rate  of  ascent  and 
descent  below  44,000  feet  would  reduce 
the  hazard  to  aircraft  by  limiting  the 
time  the  balloon  would  operate  in  air¬ 
space  common  to  manned  aircraft.  To 
reduce  the  hazard  to  persons  and  prop¬ 
erty  on  the  ground,  the  proposal  requires 
that  the  operator  conduct  the  fiight  in 
such  a  manner  that  impact  with  the  sur¬ 
face  is  made  in  an  area  other  than  within 
the  confines  of  congested  areas  of  cities, 
towns  or  settlements.  The  weather  min- 
immns  proposed  herein  are  designed  to 
insure  that  sufficient  fiight  visibility  and 
clearance  from  cloud  formations  prevail 
to  permit  visual  recognition  and  avoid¬ 
ance  of  the  balloons.  Notification  to 
appropriate  Federal  Aviation  Agency  fa¬ 
cilities  will  enable  the  Agency  to  pro¬ 
vide  information  by  Notice  to  Airmen 
(NOTAM)  to  airspace  users  to  inform 
them  of  the  existence  and  general  loca¬ 
tion  of  the  balloon!  For  this  reason,  a 
requirement  for  an  accurate  system  of 
tracking  the  balloon  and  an  expeditious 
method  of  passing  track  data  is  consid¬ 
ered  necessary.  Certain  safety  and  quick 
release  devices  such  as  time  clock  cut- 
down,  barometric  cut-down  or  radio  con¬ 
trolled  command  cut-down,  capable  of 
separating  the  balloon  from  its  payload 
are  proposed  to  be  required. 

Subpart  C  would  provide  the  regula¬ 
tions  governing  the  operation  of  rockets 
and  missiles,  excepting  those  rocket  and 
missile  operations  conducted  by  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Defense,  the  National  Aero¬ 
nautics  and  Space  Administration,  or 
any  other  U.S.  (Government  Agency  when 
operated  in  accordance  with  the  terms 
and  provisions  of  agreements  reached 
between  those  agencies  and  the  Federal 
Aviation  Agency.  Regulation  of  rockets 
and  missiles  was  previously  considered 
in  Civil  Aeronautics  Board  Draft  Re¬ 
lease  58-21  (23  F.R.  9298),  which  pro¬ 
posed  to  amend  Part  48  to  provide  pro¬ 
tection  to  aircraft  in  fiight  from  hazards 
resulting  from  the  indiscriminate  launch¬ 
ing  or  firing  of  rockets  and  missiles. 
The  Board  proposed  that  all  rockets  and 


missiles  be  fired  or  launched  only  under 
certain  specified  conditions  or  in  ac(x>rd- 
ance  with  the  provisions  of  a  permit.  It 
also  proposed  that  rocket  and  missile 
activities  might  be  conducted  without 
a  permit  only  if  the  rocket  or  missile  re¬ 
mained  at  all  times  below  500  feet  above 
the  ground,  at  least  five  miles  from  any 
airport,  and  outside  of  control  zones. 

In  January  1959,  the  Federal  Aviation 
Agency  assumed  the  safety  rule  making 
fimction  of  the  Civil  Aeronautics  ^ard. 
Comments  in  response  to  Draft  Release 
58-31  were  transferred  to  the  FAA  and 
have  been  carefully  reviewed.  TTie  ma¬ 
jority  of  the  comments  endorsed  the  pro¬ 
posed  rule.  The  only  objections  to  the 
proposal  were  received  from  several 
rocketry  enthusiasts,  who  contended 
that  the  proposed  regulations  were  too 
restrictive. 

After  consideration  of  the  (K)mments 
received  in  response  to  Draft  Release 
58-21,  certain  substantive  changes  ap¬ 
pear  warranted.  For  this  reason  and 
due  to  the  length  of  time  since  the  orig¬ 
inal  proposal  was  published,  the  pro¬ 
posal  is  again  being  circulated  for  com¬ 
ment  by  interested  persons. 

This  regulation  is  designed  to  ful¬ 
fill  two  safety  requirements.  First,  a 
measure  of  protection  is  provided  to  per¬ 
sons  and  property  on  the  ground  by 
prescribing  a  safe  distance  between  the 
point  of  firing  or  launching  and  persons 
and  property  on  the  ground.  Second, 
hazards  to  aircraft  in  flight  are  mini¬ 
mized  by  restricting  the  maximiun  alti¬ 
tude  of  rocket  and  missile  (^rations 
and  by  prescribing  certain  requirements 
upon  the  areas  where  such  operations 
may  be  conducted.  The  weather  re¬ 
quirements  proposed  with  respect  to  visi¬ 
bility  and  distance  from  clouds  would 
enable  pilots  to  see  and  avoid  those 
areas  wherein  rocket  and  missile  activity 
is  being  conducted.  The  proposed  regu¬ 
lations  would  require  the  operator  to 
give  written  notice  to  the  appropriate 
Regional  Office  of  the  FAA  at  least  30 
days  prior  to  the  operation  if  the  activity 
would  require  the  use  of  airspace  150  feet 
or  more  above  the  surface. 

No  operational  restrictions  are  pro¬ 
posed  to  apply  to  rockets  and  missiles 
fired  or  launched  so  as  to  remain  at  all 
times  within  the  confines  of  a  restricted 
area,  provided  that  prior  permission  has 
been  granted  by  the  using  agency  of  such 
area. 

Section  60.1  of  the  Air  Traffic  Rules 
states  in  part,  *‘the  air  traffic  rules  in 
this  part  shall  apply  to  aircraft  operated 
anywhere  in  the  United  States,  •  • 
Since  unmanned  free  balloons,  rockets 
and  missiles  are  within  the  definition  of 
aircraft,  they  would  be  subject  to  all  the 
provisions  contained  therein.  The  scope 
of  Part  60  would  be  limited  so  that  un¬ 
manned  free  balloons,  rockets  and  mis¬ 
siles  which  are  subject  to  the  provisions 
of  Part  48  of  this  Title  would  be  excluded 
from  Part  60. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  no¬ 
tice  is  hereby  given  that  Parts  48  and  60 
of  this  Title  are  proposed  to  be  amended 
as  follows: 

1.  By  rescinding  Civil  Aeronautics 
Manual  48. 
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2.  By  amending  Part  48  to  read  as 
follows: 

PART  48---OPERATION  OF  MOORED 
BALLOONS,  KITES;  UNMANNED 
FREE  BALLOONS;  ROCKETS  AND 
MISSILES' 

Genebal 

Sec. 

48.1  Scope. 

48.2  Definitions. 

48.3  Exempt  operations. 

48.4  Radio  equipment. 

Subpart  A — Moored  Balloons  and  Kites 

48.10  Applicability. 

48.11  Operational  requirements. 

48.12  Rapid  defiatlon  device. 

48.13  Marking  requirements. 

Subpart  B— Unmanned  Free  Balloons 

48^20  Applicability. 

48.21  Operational  requirements. 

48.22  Safety  requirements. 

48.23  Flight  path  forecast. 

48.24  Tracking  and  track  reports. 

48.25  Notification  requirements. 

Subpart  C — Rockets  and  Missiles 

48.30  Applicability. 

48.31  Operational  requirements. 

48.32  Compliance  with  applicable  la  .vs. 

General 

§  48.1  Scope. 

The  provisions  of  this  part  shall  apply 
to  the  operation  of  moored  balloons, 
kites,  unmanned  free  balloons,  rockets 
and  missiles  an3nvhere  in  the  United 
States,  i.e.,  the  several  States,  the  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Columbia  and  the  several  Ter¬ 
ritories  and  possessions  of  the  United 
States  including  the  territorial  waters 
and  the  overlsdng  airspace  thereof, 
except: 

(a)  Those  operations  requiring  devia¬ 
tion  from  this  part,  which  are  conducted 
in  accordance  with  the  terms  and  con¬ 
ditions  of  a  certificate  of  waiver  issued 
by  the  Administrator. 

Note:  An  application  form  for  certificate 
of  waiver  (Form  ACA-400)  may  be  obtained 
from  the  nearest  office  of  the  Federal  Avia¬ 
tion  Agency.  The  completed  form  should 
be  forwarded  to  the  FAA  Regional  Office  hav¬ 
ing  Jurisdiction  over  the  area  of  operation. 

§  48.2  Definitions. 

As  used  in  this  part,  terms  are  defined 
as  follows: 

Balloon.  A  contrivance  that  incorpo¬ 
rates  a  bag  or  envelope  containing 
buoyant  gases  so  that  it  rises  and  floats 
in  the  atmosphere. 

Balloon  assembly.  The  covering  bag 
or  envelope  of  the  balloon  containing  the 
buoyant  gases,  the  balloon  top  fitting, 
the  balloon  end  fitting  and  any  devices 
that  are  an  integral  part  of  the  balloon 
bag  or  envelope. 

Control  area.  As  defined  in  §  60.60  of 
this  chapter. 

Control  zone.  As  defined  in  §  60.60  of 
this  chapter. 

Controlled  airspace.  As  defined  in 
§  60.60  of  this  chapter. 

Cut-down.  The  separation  of  the 
payload  from  the  balloon  and/or  the 
beginning  of  the  final  descent  of  the 
balloon  fiight. 

Kite.  A  framework  covered  with 
paper,  cloth,  metal,  or  other  material 


intended  to  be  fiown  in  the  air  at  the  end 
of  a  string,  rope  or  cable  and  having  as 
its  only  support  the  force  of  the  wind 
moving  past  its  surface. 

Missile.  Any  object  other  than  a 
bullet  or  shell,  fired,  launched,  or  other¬ 
wise  projected  with  an  explosive  force 
designed  for  the  purpose  of  striking  a 
target. 

Moored  balloon.  A  balloon  that  is 
held  captive  on  a  mooring  string,  rope 
or  cable  secured  to  the  surface  of  the 
earth. 

Operate,  operating  or  operated.  To 
moor,  fly,  laiuich,  release.  Are,  otherwise 
be  engaged  in  the  actual  flight  of,  or  to 
authorize  any  of  the  foregoing. 

Payload.  The  airborne  portion  of  the 
balloon  exclusive  of  the  balloon  assembly. 

Person.  Any  individual.  Arm,  co- 
paitnership,  corporation,  company,  asso¬ 
ciation,  joint-stock  association,  or  body 
politic;  and  includes  any  trustee,  re¬ 
ceiver,  assignee,  or  other  similar  repre¬ 
sentative  thereof. 

Restricted  area.  As  defined  in  §  60.60 
of  this  chapter. 

Rocket.  A  jet  propelled  vehicle  de¬ 
signed  for  flight  in  space  which  derives 
its  thrust  by  ejecting  expanding  gases 
generating  in  the  motor/engine  from 
self-contained  fuels  or  propellants. 

Track.  A  hypothetical  path  traced  on 
the  surface  of  the  earth  by  the  continu¬ 
ous  vertical  projection  of  the  vehicle  in 
flight. 

Unmanned  free  balloon.  A  balloon, 
without  crew,  not  restrained  from  free 
flight  by  any  connection  with  the  ground 
nor  equipped  with  any  power  plant  or 
propelling  device  and  the  track  of  flight 
of  which  is  determined  by  the  wind. 

§  48.3  Exempt  operations. 

Operations  conducted  wholly  within 
the  confines  of  a  restricted  area  with 
prior  permission  of  the  using  Agency 
are  exempt  from  compliance  with  the 
regulations  of  this  part. 

§  48.4  Radio  equipment. 

Radio  transmitting  equipment  used 
in  conjunction  with  operations  within 
the  provisions  of  this  part  shall  be  li¬ 
censed  as  may  be  required  in  accordance 
with  the  Communications  Act  by  the 
Federal  Communications  Commission, 
Washington  25,  D.C. 

Subpart  A — Moored  Balloons  and 
Kites 

§  48.10  Applicability. 

The  provisions  of  this  subpart  shall 
apply  to  moored  balloons  having  a  diam¬ 
eter  of  more  than  six  feet  or  a  gas 
capacity  of  more  than  115  cubic  feet  and 
kites  weighing  more  than  five  pounds. 

Note:  The  term  “kite*’  Includes  a  gjrro- 
glider  operated  by  means  of  a  towline  at¬ 
tached  to  a  vehicle  on  the  surface.  A  gyro- 
glider,  when  operated  in  free  flight,  is  con¬ 
sidered  an  aircraft  and,  as  such,  shall  be 
certificated  and  operated  in  accordance  with 
applicable  regulations. 

§  48.11  Operational  requirements. 

(a)  No  person  shall  operate  a  moored 
balloon  or  kite: 

(1)  Closer  than  500  feet  to  the  base 
of  any  clouds. 


(2)  During  the  hours  of  darkness 

(3)  When  the  ground  visibility  is  w 
than  three  miles, 

(4)  At  an  altitude  of  more  than  5oo 
feet  above  the  surface,  or 

(5)  Within*  five  miles  of  the  boundary 

of  any  airport.  ^ 

(b)  A  balloon  or  kite  shall  not  be  oper¬ 
ated  at  an  altitude  between  150  and  50o 
feet  above  the  surface  unless  written 
notice  is  given,  30  days  prior  to  the  date 
of  operation,  to  the  Federal  Aviation 
Agency  Regional  Office  having  jurisdic¬ 
tion  over  the  area  of  operation.  Such 
notice  shall  contain  the  names  and  ad¬ 
dresses  of  the  owners  and  operators,  the 
period  during  which  such  activity  wUl 
take  place,  and  the  location  and  altitude 
at  which  the  proposed  operation  will  be 
conducted. 

§  48.12  Kupiil  (lefiallfHi  device. 

Moored  balloons  as  described  in  §  48.10 
shall  be  equipped  with  a  device  or  means 
of  automatic  and  rapid  deflation  in  the 
event  of  an  escape  from  its  moorings. 

§48.13  Marking  requirements. 

The  mooring  string,  rope  or  cable  shall 
display  colored  pennants  or  streamers 
affixed  at  50  foot  intervals  or  fraction 
thereof.  Such  pennants  or  streamers 
shall  be  of  sufficient  size  and  conspicuity 
as  to  be  visible  at  a  distance  of  at  least 
one  mile. 

Subpart  B — Unmanned  Free  Balloons 
§  48.20  Applicability. 

The  provisions  of  this  subpart  sht^ 
apply  to  immanned  free  balloons  which: 

(a)  Are  reinforced  in  any  marmer, 

(b>  Have  a  balloon  assembly  exceed¬ 
ing  18  pounds  in  weight, 

(c)  Carry  a  payload  in  excess  of  4 
pounds,  or; 

(d)  Carry  a  payload  of  4  pounds  or 
less  that  is  suspended  by  a  string,  rope, 
cable,  or  spacing  device  which  requires 
an  imposition  of  more  than  50  pounds 
force  for  parting  or  separation  of  such 
payload  from  the  balloon. 

§  48.21  Operational  requirements. 

No  person  shall  operate  an  unmanned 
free  balloon: 

(a)  In  controlled  airspace  during  the 
initial  3  $000  feet  of  ascent, 

(b)  In  airspace  over  cities,  towns  or 
settlements  during  the  initial  3,000  feet 
of  ascent, 

(c)  At  a  rate  of  ascent  less  than  500 
feet  per  minute  between  the  surface  and 
44,000  feet  (stendard  pressure  altitude), 

(d)  At  an  altitude  less  than  44,000  feet 
except  during  the  ascent  and  the  descent 
phases  of  the  operation, 

(e)  Closer  than  one  mile  to  any  cloud 
formation, 

(f)  When  the  visibility  is  less  than 
three  miles  below  3,000  feet  above  the 
surface  or  less  than  five  miles  at  3,000 
feet  and  above, 

(g)  At  a  rate  of  descent  less  than  500 
feet  per  minute  between  44,000  feet  and 
the  surface, 

(h)  In  such  manner  that  impact  with 
the  surface  is  made  within  the  confines 
of  congested  areas  of  cities,  towns  or 
settlements,  or; 

(i)  During  the  hours  of  darkness. 
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§  48.22  Safely  requirements. 

No  person  shall  operate  an  unmanned 
free  balloon  without  including: 

(a)  Provision  for  time  clock  cut-down 
in  case  the  balloon  fails  to  reach  44,000 
feet  within  100  minutes  after  being 
launched, 

(b)  Provision  for  barometric  cut-down 
in  case  malfunctioning  equipment  causes 
balloon  to  descend  anytime  below  44,000 
feet, 

(c)  Provision  for  radio  controlled  com- 
niand  cut-down, 

(d)  Parachute,  where  required  by  the 
operation,  with  canopies  of  alternate 
white  and  international  orange  segments 
or,  if  multiple  parachutes  are  used,  any 
combination  of  orange  and  white  cano¬ 
pies,  and; 

(e)  Provision  for  the  trailing  antenna 
to  display  colored  pennants  or  streamers, 
affixed  at  50  foot  intervals,  of  sufficient 
size  and  conspicuity  as  to  visible  at  a 
distance  of  at  least  one  mile. 

§  48.23  Flight  path  forcast. 

No  unmanned  free  balloon  shall  be  re¬ 
leased  unless  a  qualified  meteorologist 
forecasts  the  flight  trajectory  and  esti¬ 
mated  location  and  time  of  impact  prior 
to  the  launching.  Recalculations  shall 
be  made  as  considered  necessary  upon 
receipt  of  track  data. 

§  48.24  Tracking  and  track  reports. 

All  persons  operating  an  unmanned 
free  balloon  shall  track,  either  visually  or 
electronically,  the  flight  of  each  balloon 
during  its  entire  operation.  Position  re¬ 
ports  shall  be  recorded  at  least  every 
two  hours  or  as  otherwise  required  by 
air  traffic  control,  and  such  reports  shall 
be  made  available  to  the  appropriate 
Federal  Aviation  Agency  Flight  Service 
Station  or  air  traffic  control  facility  as 
requested. 

§  48.25  Notification  requirements. 

All  persons  operating  unmanned  free 
balloons  shall  provide  the  following  data 
to  the  nearest  air  traffic  control  facility: 

(a)  Prelaunch  notification.  At  least 
12  hours  prior  to  launching: 

(1)  Balloon  or  flight  identification 
number. 

(2)  Estimated  date  and  time  of 
launching, 

(3)  Geographical  location  of  launch¬ 
ing  site, 

(4)  Forecast  trajectory  to  44,000  feet, 

(5)  Cruising  altitude, 

(6)  Estimated  time  required  to  reach 
44,000  feet, 

(7)  Over-all  length  of  balloon  system 
not  including  length  of  trailing  antenna 
(list  trailing  antenna  length,  if  utilized) , 

(8)  Duration  of  flight, 

(9)  Forecast  time  and  location  of  im¬ 
pact. 

(b)  Launching  notification.  At  the 
time  of  the  laimching: 

(1)  Balloon  or  flight  identification 
number, 

(2)  Geographical  location  of  launch¬ 
ing  site, 

(3)  Date  and  time  of  launch, 

(4)  Any  change  of  10  minutes  or  more 
in  time  or  25  miles  or  more  in  distance 
with  respect  to  the  forecast  time  or  lo- 
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cation  of  the  penetration  of  44,000  feet 
respectively, 

(5)  Estimated  time  and  geographical 
location  of  impact. 

(c)  Track  notification.  Track  notifi¬ 
cation  reports  4  hours  and  2  hours  prior 
to  the  descent  phase  of  the  flight: 

(1)  Balloon  or  flight  identiflcation 
number, 

(2)  Date  and  time  of  balloon  position, 

(3)  Position  (geographical) , 

(4)  Altitude, 

(5)  Forecast  direction  of  flight  trajec¬ 
tory  for  remaining  portion  of  flight, 

(6)  Forecast  time  of  penetration  of 
44,000  feet  on  descent, 

(7)  Forecast  geographical  location 
and  time  of  impact. 

(d)  Impact  notification.  As  soon  as 
possible,  the  time  and  geographical  lo¬ 
cation  of  impact. 

(e)  Tracking  failure  (NOTRAK) .  In 
case  of  failure  of  the  tracking  system, 
the  nearest  FAA  air  traffic  control  fa¬ 
cility  shall  be  inunediately  notified. 
Such  notification  shall  contain  the  last 
recorded  position  of  the  tmmanned  free 
balloon  and  any  revised  forecasts  perti¬ 
nent  to  the  operation.  The  FAA  air 
traffic  control  facility  shall  be  immedi¬ 
ately  notified  if  tracking  is  re-established. 

Subpart  C — Rockets  and  Missiles 
§  48.30  Applicability. 

The  provisions  of  this  subpart  shall 
apply  to  the  operation  of  all  rockets  and 
mi^iles  other  than  operations  conducted 
by  the  Department  of  Defense  (DOD), 
the  National  Aeronautics  and  Space  Ad¬ 
ministration  (NASA) ,  or  any  other  U.S. 
Government  Agency  in  accordance  with 
the  terms  and  provisions  of  agreements 
reached  between  those  agencies  and  the 
Federal  Aviation  Agency. 

§  48.31  Operational  requirements. 

(a)  No  person  shall  operate  a  rocket 
or  missile: 

(1)  In  such  proxhnity  to  other  air¬ 
craft  as  to  create  a  collision  hazard, 

(2)  During  the  hours  of  darkness, 

(3)  At  an  altitude  above  150  feet  when 
the  visibility  is  less  than  five  miles, 

(4)  Closer  than  one  mile  to  any  cloud 
formation,  unless  below  150  feet. 

(5)  Within  five  miles  of  the  boundary 
of  any  airport, 

(6)  In  controlled  airspace, 

(7)  Closer  than  1,500  feet  from  any 
person  or  building  not  associated  with 
the  operation,  or 

(8)  More  than  500  feet  above  the 
surface. 

(b)  A  rocket  or  missile  shall  not  be 
operated  at  an  altitude  between  150  and 
500  feet  above  the  surface,  unless  writ¬ 
ten  notice  is  given,  30  days  prior  to  the 
date  of  operation,  to  the  Federal  Avia¬ 
tion  Agency  Regional  Office  having  juris¬ 
diction  over  the  area  of  operation.  Such 
notice  shall  contain  the  names  and  ad¬ 
dresses  of  the  owners  and  operators,  the 
period  during  which  such  activity  will 
take  place,  and  the  location  and  alti¬ 
tude  at  which  the  proposed  operation 
will  be  conducted. 

§  48.32  Compliance  with  applicable 
laws. 

Persons  operating  rockets  and  missiles 
In  compliance  with  the  regulations  of 


this  subpart  shall  not  be  relieved  of  com¬ 
pliance  with  other  applicable  Federal, 
State  and  Local  Laws  governing  other 
aspects  of  such  operations. 

3.  By  amending  §  60.1  of  Part  60  by 
the  addition  of  a  new  paragraph  (c)  to 
read  as  follows: 

§  60.1  Scope. 

*  *  «  «  * 

(c)  Unmanned  free  balloons,  rockets  , 
and  missiles  which  are  subject  to  the 
provisions  of  Part  48  of  this  chapter. 

This  amendment  is  proposed  under 
the  authority  of  section  307"  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Act  of  1958  (72  Stat.  749 
U.S.C.  1348). 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Feb¬ 
ruary  18,  1961. 

D.  D.  Thomas, 
Director,  Bureau  of 
Air  Traffic  Management. 

(PR.  Doc.  61-1642;  PUed,  Peb.  24.  1961; 
8:47  ajn.] 


[  14  CFR  Parts  4b,  10,  40, 41, 42,  43  1 

■  [SR-422.  SBr-422A.  SB-422B] 

[Reg.  Docket  No.  628;  Draft  Release  61-1  A] 

RUNWAY  SLUSH  ACCOUNTABILITY 
FOR  TAKEOFF  OPERATIONS  OF 
TURBINE  -  POWERED  TRANSPORT 
CATEGORY  AIRPLANES 

Special  Civil  Air  Regulation;  Supple¬ 
mental  Notice  of  Proposed  Rule 
Making 

In  the  notice  of  proposed  rule  making 
on  this  matter  (Draft  Release  No.  61-1) 
published  In  the  Federal  Register  on 
January  25,  1961  (26  FJEk  757),  it  was 
stated  that  consideration  would  be  given 
to  all  relevant  comments  received  on  or. 
before  February  27, 1961.  Several  asso-’ 
ciations,  acting  on  behalf  of  segments  of 
the  industry  affected  by  the  proposal, 
have  requested  the  Director,  Bureau  of 
Flight  Standards,  to  extend 'the  date  for 
comment  by  30  days.  These  r^uests  are 
based  on  the  complex  nature  of  the 
proposal,  the  major  issues  involved,  and 
the  consequent  need  of  more  time  for 
thorough  evaluation. 

The  Special  Civil  Air  Regulation 
proposed  by  Draft  Release  61-1  would 
require,  for  takeoff  operations  of  turbine- 
powered  transport  category  airplanes,  an 
approved  method  of  accounting  for  the 
retardation  and  other  adverse  effects  of 
precipitation.  The  proposed  special 
regulation  is  designed  to  Insure  that 
safety  during  takeoff  will  not  be  jeopard¬ 
ized  by  wet  snow,  slush,  or  standing 
water  on  the  runway.  The  potential 
impact  of  this  proposal  on  the  aviation 
Industry  is  realized  and,  in  view  of  the 
reasons  advanced  by  the  industry,  the 
date  previously  set  for  return  of  com¬ 
ments  will  be  extended  for  an  additional 
month. 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  the  authority 
delegated  to  me  by  the  Administrator 
(§  405.27,  14  CFR  Part  405),  notice  is 
hereby  given  that  the  time  within  which 
comments  will  be  received  is  extended  to 
March  3 1,1961.  Communications  should 
be  submitted  in  duplicate  to  the  Docket 
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Section  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Agency. 
Room  B-316,  1711  New  York  Avenue 
NW.,  Washington  25.  D.C.  All  comments 
submitted  will  be  available  for  examina¬ 
tion  by  interested  persons  in  the  Docket 
Section  when  the  prescribed  date  for 
return  of  comments  has  expired. 

(Secs.  313(a) .  601, 604  of  tbe  Federal  Aviation 
Act  of  1968  (72  Stat.  762,  776,  778;  49  U.S.C. 
1364,  1421,  1424) ) 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Febru¬ 
ary  21,  1961. 

George  C.  Prill, 
Acting  Director, 
Bureau  of  Flight  Standards. 


[FH.  Doc. 


61-1711;  Filed,  Feb.  24,  1961; 
8:62  a.m.] 


[PR.  Doc. 


61-1662;  FUed,  Feb. 
8:49  ajn.] 


It  further  appeturing  that  the  Commis¬ 
sion  has  today  adopted  a  new  notice  of 
proposed  rule  making  dealing  with 
amendments  to  section  IV  of  its  broad¬ 
cast  application  forms,  and  that  the 
instant  proceeding  should,  therefore,  be 
terminated; 

It  is  ordered.  That  the  proceedings  in 
this  Docket  are  hereby  terminated. 

Released:  February  21, 1961. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[SEAL]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Acting  Secretary. 

Doc.  61-1666;  Filed,  Feb.  24,  1961; 
8:60  ajn.] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH,  EDU¬ 
CATION,  AND  WELFARE 

Food  and  Drug  Administration 
[  21  CFR  Part  121  1 
FOOD  ADDITIVES 
Notice  of  Filing  of  Petition 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  (sec, 
409(b)(5).  72  Stat.  1786;  21  UB.C.  348 
(b)  (5) ) .  notice  is  given  that  a  petition 
has  been  filed  by  W.  R.  Grace  and  Com¬ 
pany,  Cambridge  40,  Massachusetts,  pro¬ 
posing  the  issuance  of  a  regulation  to 
provide  for  the  safe  use  of  natural  latex 
cap-sealing  compoimds  in  food-packag¬ 
ing  applications. 

Dated:  February  20, 1961. 

[SEAL]  J.  K.  Kirk, 

Assistant  to  the  Commissioner  *■ 
of  Food  and  Drugs. 


24,  1961; 


[P.R. 


FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

[47  CFR  Parts  1,  3  1 

[Docket  No.  12673;  FCC  61-224] 

STATEMENT  OF  PROGRAM  SERVICE 
Broadcast  Application  Forms 

In  the  matter  of  amendment  of  section 
IV  (Statement  of  Program  Service)  of 
Broadcast  Application  Forms  301,  303, 
314,  and  315,  Docket  No.  12673. 

At  a  session  of  Uie  Federal  Communi¬ 
cations  Commission,  held  at  its  ofSces 
in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  the  17th  day  of 
February  1961; 

The  Commission  having  under  con¬ 
sideration  its  notice  of  proposed  rule 
making  issued  in  the  above-entitled  pro¬ 
ceeding  on  November  24,  1958;  and 

It  appearing  that  the  application  form 
propo^  in  this  proceeding  does  not 
fully  refiect  the  Commission's  views  as 
expressed  on  July  29,  1960,  in  its  policy 
statement  on  programming;  and 


[  47  CFR  Parts  1,3  1 

[Docket  No.  13961;  FCC  61-223] 

STATEMENT  OF  PROGRAM  SERVICE 


Broadcast  Application  Forms 

In  the  matter  of  amendment  of  sec¬ 
tion  rv  (Statement  of  Program  Service) 
of  Broadcast  Application  Forms  301, 303, 
314,  and  315,  Docket  No.  13961. 

1.  Notice  is  hereby  given  of  proposed 
rule  making  in  the  above-entitled 
matter. 

2.  As  a  result  of  information  submitted 
to  the  Commission  by  its  Network  Study 
staff  in  a  report  dated  (October  3,  1957, 
the  Commission  instituted  an  “Investiga¬ 
tory  Proceeding”  (Docket  No.  12782) 
which  envisioned,  inter  alia,  an  over-all 
inquiry  with  respect  to  the  television 
network  prc^ram  selection  process.  This 
proceeding  was  amended  and  enlarged 
by  Commission  Order  of  November  9, 
1959,  to  include  a  general  inquiry  with 
respect  to  programming  to  determine, 
among  other  things,  whether  the  general 
standards  heretofore  laid  down  by  the 
Commission  for  the  guidance  of  broad¬ 
cast  licensees  in  the  selection  of  pro¬ 
grams  and  other  material  intended  for 
broadcast  are  adequate;  whether  the 
CcRnmission  should,  by  the  exercise  of 
its  rule  making  power,  set  out  more  de¬ 
tailed  and  precise  standards  for  such 
broadcasters;  and  whether  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  present  review  and  considera¬ 
tion  in  the  field  of  programming  and 
advertising  are  adequate  under  present 
conditions  in  the  broadcast  industry. 
This  part  of  the  inquiry  was  conducted 
by  the  Commission  en  banc  between 
December  7,  1959,  and  February  1,  1960, 
and  consumed  nineteen  days  in  actual 
hearings. 

3.  The  information  and  views  which 
the  Commission  obtained  in  connection 
with  the  above-mentioned  programming 
inquiry  led  to  the  Commission’s  “Re¬ 
port  and  Statement  of  Policy  Re:  Com¬ 
mission  En  Banc  Programming  Inquiry” 
(FCC  60-970,  25  F.R.  7291,  20  HU.  1902) 
released  on  July  29,  1960.  The  Commis¬ 
sion  set  forth  therein  certain  guidelines 
to  assist  broadcast  applicants  and  li¬ 
censees  in  fulfilling  their  statutory  obli¬ 
gation  to  program  their  stations  in  the 
public  interest.  It  also  stated  that  it 
intended  to  revise  section  IV  of  the 
broadcast  application  forms  to  require  a 
statement  by  the  applicant  as  to  the 


measures  he  has  taken  and  the  effort 
he  has  made  to  determine  the  tastte 
needs  and  desires  of  his  community  or 
service  area,  and  the  manner  in  which 
he  proposes  to  meet  those  needs  and 
desires. 

4.  There  is  presently  pending  a  pro¬ 
ceeding  (Docket  12673)  involving  a  re¬ 
vision  of  section  IV.  Notice  of  proposed 
rule  making  in  said  matter  was  issued 
November  24,  1958  (FCC  58-1098) 
However,  as  noted  above,  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  programming  hearings  have  been 
held  and  its  programming  policy  state- 
ment  has  been  issued  since  the  institu¬ 
tion  of  the  proceedings  in  Docket  12673 
and  accordingly  said  proceedings  are  no 
longer  considered  appropriate  in  light 
of  the  form  proposed  in  November  1958 
and  its  variance  with  the  Commission 
policy  announced  on  July  29,  1960.  We 
have,  therefore,  devised  the  attached 
form  consonant  with  the  Commission’s 
recent  policy  statement.^ 

5.  In  light  of  the  above,  it  appears 
that  the  proceedings  in  Docket  12673 
should  be  terminated.  Accordingly, 
contemporaneously  with  the  issuance  of 
the  instant  Notice,  the  Commission  is  is¬ 
suing  an  Order  terminating  the  collat¬ 
eral  proceedings  in  Docket  12673.  Ad¬ 
ditionally,  the  Commission  requests  that 
comments  in  the  instant  proceedings  be 
submitted  de  novo  by  interested  parties 
and  without  incorporation  by  reference 
of  any  comments  which  may  have  been 
filed  in  the  earlier  proceeding.  We  be¬ 
lieve  this  procedure  to  be  desirable  be¬ 
cause  it  will  encourage  comments  on 
individual  sections  of  the  proposed  ap¬ 
plication  as  they  are  related  to  the  new 
form  as  a  whole:  and  that  it  will  ex¬ 
pedite  and  facilitate  the  adoption  of  a 
final  report  in  the  instant  proceedings. 

6.  Pursuant  to  applicable  procedures 
set  out  in  §  1.213  of  the  Commission’s 
rules,  interested  parties  may  file  cmn- 
ments  on  or  before  April  3,  1961,  and 
reply  comments  on  or  before  April  17, 
1961.  In  reaching  its  decision  in  this 
proceeding,  the  Commission  will  not  be 
limited  to  comments  of  record  but  will 
take  into  account  any  relevant  informa¬ 
tion  obtained  in  any  manner  from  in¬ 
formed  sources. 

7.  In  accordance  with  the  provisions 
of  §  1.54  of  the  rules,  the  Commission 
shall  be  furnished  with  an  original  and 
14  copies  of  all  written  comments  filed 
herein. 

8.  Authority  for  adopting  the  amend¬ 
ments  proposed  herein  is  contained  in 
sections  4(i),  303(j),  303 (r),  307(d), 
308(a),  and  308(b)  of  the  Communica¬ 
tions  Act  of  1934,  as  amended. 


Adopted:  February  17,  1961. 

Released:  February  21,  1961. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission,* 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Acting  Secretary. 

(F.R.  Doc.  61-1666;  Filed,  Feb.  24,  1961; 
8:50  am.] 


1  Filed  as  part  of  original  document. 

*  Concurring  statements  of  Commissioners 
Ford,  Hyde,  and  Craven  filed  as  part  of  origi¬ 
nal  document. 


Notices 


department  of  commerce 

Office  of  the  Secretary 

[Dept.  Order  170] 

EXECUTIVE  ASSISTANT  TO  THE 
SECRETARY 

Establishment  of  Office 

Section  1.  Purpose.  The  purpose  of 
the  order  is  to  establish  the  Office  of 
Executive  Assistant  to  the  Secretary  and 
to  prescribe  the  authorities,  responsibili¬ 
ties,  and  duties  of  the  Executive 
Assistant. 

Sec.  2.  Establishment.  There  is  hereby 
established  within  the  immediate  Office 
of  the  Secretary  the  Office  of  Executive 
Assistant  to  the  Secretary. 

Sic.  3.  Authority,  duties  and  responsi¬ 
bilities  of  the  Executive  Assistant.  Pur¬ 
suant  to  the  authority  vested  in  the 
Secretary  of  Commerce,  the  Executive 
Assistant  is  hereby  delegated  all  author¬ 
ity  heretofore  delegated  to  the  Assistant 
Secretary  of  Commerce  for  Administra¬ 
tion  and  shall  have  the  duties  and  re- 
iq^nsibilities  heretofore  assigned  the 
Assistant  Secretary  of  Commerce  for  Ad¬ 
ministration  by  Department  Order  No. 
134  (Amended)  of  August  18,  1954  (19 
Fit.  6169) ,  September  25, 1954,  and  other 
Departmental  orders. 

Sec.  4.  Effect  on  other  orders.  All 
orders,  delegations  of  authority  and 
other  actions  heretofore  issued  or  taken 
by  the  Assistant  Secretary  of  Commerce 
for  Administration  and  in  effect  imme¬ 
diately  prior  to  the  effective  date  of  this 
order  shall  remain  in  full  force  and  effect 
under  appropriate  authority. 

Effective  date:  February  9, 1961. 

Luther  H.  Hodges, 
Secretary  of  Commerce. 


[Fit.  Doc.  61-1654;  Filed,  Feb.  24.  1961; 
8:49  a.m.] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  TREASURY 

Bureau  of  Customs 

IT.D.  55319] 

CHESAPEAKE  AND  OHIO  RAILWAY 
CO. 

Registration  and  Cancellation  of 
Funnel  Marks 

February  20,  1961. 
The  Commissioner  of  Customs,  by  vir¬ 
tue  of  the  authority  vested  in  him  and 
in  accordance  with  §  3.81(a),  Customs 
Regulations  (19  CFR  3.81(a)),  has  reg¬ 
istered  two  funnel  marks  of  the  Chesa¬ 


peake  and  Ohio  Railway  Company  as 
described  below: 

(a)  The  first  funnel  mark  is  to  ap¬ 
pear  and  be  used  on  a  vessel  having  one 
stack.  The  funnel  on  which  this  mark 
will  be  used  is  painted  a  dark  blue  and  ■ 
is  25  feet  6  inches  in  overall  height. 
Centered  in  a  fore-and-aft  direction  on 
either  side  of  the  funnel  in  Federal  yel¬ 
low  are  the  letters  “C  AND  O”  each  of 
which  is  4  feet  6  inches  in  height.  The  j 
letter  “C”  is  placed  4  feet  6  inches  from  ] 
the  top  of  the  funnel  and  is  connected  , 
with  and  overlapping  in  part  with  the  , 
letter  “O”  which  is  placed  to  the  lower 
right  cf  the  letter  “C”.  Centered  verti-  j 
cally  on  the  letter  “C”  and  to  the  right  ^ 
of  it,  also  in  Federal  yellow,  is  the  word  , 
“AND”  in  letters  6  inches  in  height. 
Somewhat  below  the  center  point  and 
to  the  left  of  the  letter  “O”  is  the  word 
“FOR”  in  Federal  yellow  letters  of  6 
inches  in  height  and  below  that  word 
and  the  letter  “O”  is  the  word  “PROG¬ 
RESS”  in  Federal  y'ellow  letters  9  inches 
in  height.  Running  horizontally  from 
the  lower  right-hand  point  of  the  letter 
“R”  in  the  word  “FOR”  is  a  line  which 
passes  through  the  lower  portion  of  the 
letter  “O”  and  intersects  on  the  opposite 
side  with  a  line  running  vertically  up¬ 
ward  from  the  uppermost  left-hand 
point  of  the  last  letter  of  the  word 
“PROGRESS.”  The  line  is  dark  blue 
where  it  crosses  the  letter  “O”  and  the 
remainder  is  Federal  yellow. 

(b)  The  second  funnel  mark  is  to  ap¬ 
pear  and  be  used  on  a  vessel  having  two 
funnels,  one  on  the  port  and  the  other 
on  the  starboard  side  of  the  vessel.  Each 
funnel  is  surroimded  by  a  funnel  casing 
and  both  the  funnel  and  its  casing  are 
painted  a  dark  blue.  The  funnel  itself  is 
5  feet  in  diameter  athwartship  and  9 
feet  3  inches  in  diameter  on  a  fore-and- 
aft  line;  the  funnel  casing  is  of  a  diam¬ 
eter  of  5  feet  athwartship  and  26  feet 
9  inches  on  a  fore-and-aft  line;  the  fun¬ 
nel  is  of  an  overall  height  of  40  feet;  and 
the  funnel  casing-  is  of  an  overall  height 
of  18  feet.  The  insignia  to  appear  on 
the  funnel  is  Identical  with  that  to  be 
used  in  the  funnel  described  in  para¬ 
graph  (a)  above  except  that  the  top  of 
the  “C”  will  be  placed  24  feet  6  inches 
from  the  top  of  the  funnel  and  will  be 
centered  in  a  fore-and-aft  direction  on 
the  outboard  side  of  the  funnel  casing. 

Colored  scale  replica  drawings  of  the 
funnel  marks  described  above  are  on  file 
with  the  Office  of  the  Federal  Register. 

The  registration  of  certain  funnel 
marks  in  the  name  of  the  Chesapeake 
and  Ohio  Railway  Company  under  date 
of  June  27,  1952  (T.D.  53030) ,  is  hereby 
.  cancelled. 

1  [SEAL]  D.  B.  Strubinger, 

s  Acting  Commissioner  of  Customs. 

-  [F.R.  Doc.  61-1656;  FUed,  Feb.  24,  1961; 

-  8:49  am.] 


Office  of  the  Secretary 
[AA  648A-C1 

RAYON  STAPLE  FIBER  FROM 
BELGIUM 

Determination  of  Sales  at  Less  Than 
Fair  Value 

February  20, 1961. 

A  complaint  was. received  that  rayon 
staple  fiber  from  Belgium  was  being  sold 
in  the  United  States  at  less  than  fair 
value  within  the  meaning  of  the  Anti¬ 
dumping  Act  of  1921. 

In  view  of  the  circumstances  apparent 
in  this  case,  I  hereby  determine  that 
rayon  staple  fiber  from  Belgium  is  being, 
or  is  likely  to  be,  sold  at  less  than  fair 
value  within  the  meaning  of  section  201 
(a)  of  the  Antidumping  Act,  1921,  as 
amended  (19  UJS.C.  160(a) ). 

The  United  States  Tariff  Commission 
is  being  advised  of  this  determination. 

Statement  of  reasons.  Such  mer¬ 
chandise  is  sold  for  home  consumption 
in  Belgium  in  significant  volume. 
Therefore,  home  market  price  and  pur¬ 
chase  price  are  the  bases  for  fair  value 
comparisons. 

In  finding  home  market  price,  adjust¬ 
ment  was  made  for  a  quantity  discount, 
selling  commission,  technical  assistance 
to  customers  in  Belgium,  purchaser’s 
liome  market  advertising  costs  assumed 
by  the  seller,  and  inland  freight.  Ad¬ 
justment  was  also  made  for  moisture 
regain. 

Purchase  price  was  determined  to  be 
the  f  .o.b.  Antwerp  price,  plus  an  amount 
for  taxes  rebated  by  reason  of  the  expor¬ 
tation  of  the  fiber  to  the  United  States. 

Purchase  price  was  found  to  be  less 
than  home  market  price  during  the  pe¬ 
riod  covered  by  the  investigation.  In 
October  1960  the  seller  increased  his 
selling  price  to  the  United  States. 
Thereafter,  purchase  price  was  not  less 
than  home  market  price. 

This  determination  And  the  statement 
of  reasons  therefor  are  published  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  201  (c)  of  the  Antidump¬ 
ing  Act,  1921,  as  amended  (19  U.S.C. 
160(c)). 

[seal]  a.  Gilmore  Flues, 

Acting  Secretary  of  the  Treasury. 

[F.R.  Doc.  61-1657;  Filed,  Feb.  24,  1961; 
8:50  ajn.] 

[AA643.8-C] 

RAYON  STAPLE  FIBER  FROM 
FRANCE 

Determination  of  Sales  at  Less  Than 
Fair  Value 

February  20, 1961. 

A  complaint  was  received  that  rayon 
staple  fiber  from  France  was  being  sold 
in  the  United  States  at  less  than  fair 
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value  within  Uie  meaning  of  the  Anti¬ 
dumping  Act  of  1921. 

In  view  of  the  circumstances  apparent 
in  this  case,  I  her^y  determine  that 
rayon  staple  fiber  from  France  is  being, 
or  is  likely,  to  be,  sold  at  less  than  fair 
value  Mdthin  the  meaning  of  section 
201(a)  of  the  Antidumping  Act,  1921,  as 
amended  (19  U.S.C.  160(a) ) . 

The  United  States  Tariff  Commission 
is  being  advised  of  this  determination. 

Statement  of  reasons.  Such  m^chan- 
dise  is  sold  for  home  consumption  in 
France  in  significant  volume.  Therefore, 
home  market  price  and  purchase  price 
are  the  bases  for  fair  value  comparisons. 

In  finding  home  market  price,  adjust¬ 
ment  was  made  for  a  cash  discoimt,  a 
quantity  discount,  technical  assistance 
to  customers  in  France,  purchasers'  home 
market  advertising  costs  assumed  by  the 
seller,  and  differentials  in  costs  of  in¬ 
land  freight,  packing,  and  moisture  re¬ 
gain. 

Purchase  price  was  determined  to  be 
the  f.o.b.  French  port  price,  plus  an 
amount  for  taxes  which  is  not  collected 
by  reason  of  the  exportation  of  the  fiber 
to  the  United  States. 

Purchase  price  was  found  to  be  less 
than  home  market  price  during  the 
period  covered  by  the  investigation.  In 
November  1960  the  selling  price  to  the 
United  States  was  increased.  There¬ 
after.  purchase  price  was  not  less  than 
home  market  price. 

This  determination  and  the  stat^ent 
of  reasons  therefor  are  published  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  201(c)  of  the  Antidump¬ 
ing  Act,  1921,  as  amended  (19  U.S.C. 
160(c)). 

[seal!  a.  Gilmore  Flites, 

Acting  Secretary  of  the  Treasury. 

(F.R.  Doc.  61-1658;  Filed,  FCb.  84,  1961; 

8:50  am.] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Agricultural  Marketing  Service 
HUDSON  AUCTIONS  ET  AL. 

Notice  of  Changes  in  Names  of  Posted 
Stockyards 

It  has  been  ascertained,  and  notice  is 
hereby  given,  that  the  names  of  the  live¬ 
stock  markets  referred  to  herein,  which 
were  posted  on  the  respective  dates  spec¬ 
ified  below  as  being  subject  to  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  Packers  and  Stockyards 
Act,  1921,  as  amended  (7  UJ3.C.  181  ot 
seq.),  have  been  changed  as  indicated 
below. 

Original  Name  of  Stockyard,  Location,  and 
Date  of  Posting:  Current  Name  of  Stock- 
yard  and  Date  of  Change  in  Name 

Oeobgu 

Hudson-Troop  Auctions,  Fitzgerald,  May  15, 
1950;  Hudson  Auctions,  Jantiary  13,  1961. 

Illinois 

Viola  Auction  Company,  Viola,  November  30, 
1950;  Mercer  County  Livestock  Auction, 
January  18, 1961. 

Indiana 

Marshall  Coimty  Community  Sale,  Plymouth, 
June  17, 1959;  Marshall  County  Sale  Bam, 
January  3, 1961. 
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Mississippi 

Hinds  County  Commission  Sales,  Inc.;  Ed¬ 
wards,  February  16,  1959;  Ednds  County 
Livestock  Auction,  January  11,  1961. 

Yazoo  Community  Sale,  Yazoo  City,  Janu¬ 
ary  18,  1959;  Yazoo  Livestock  Auction, 
May  26, 1960. 

Missouri 

Robertson’s  Community  Sale,  Bethany,  June 
16,  1959;  Robertson’s  Livestock  Market, 
January  12, 1961. 

Welty  Brothers  Auctioneers,  Inc.,  Nevada, 
May  11,  1959;  Welty  Sales  Pavilion,  Octo¬ 
ber  29, 1960. 

Nebraska 

The  Alliance  Livestock  Commission  Com¬ 
pany,  Alliance,  February  15,  1940;  Alliance 
Livestock  Auction  Company,  January  1, 
1961. 

Ohio 

Putnam  County  Livestock  Coop.  Assn.,  Co¬ 
lumbus  Grove,  Jime  2,  1959;  Lugblll  Bros. 
Inc.,  January  19, 1961. 

Oregon 

Vale  Livestock  Ciommission  Company,  Vale, 
October  12,  1959;  Vale  Livestock  Auction 
Company,  January  23, 1961. 

South  Carolina 

Jno.  C.  TaylcRT  Stockyards,  Anderson,  May 
2,  1960;  John  C.  Taylor  Stockyards,  De¬ 
cember  19, 1960. 

Pickens  Auction  Market,  Pickens.  February 
3, 1960;  Pickens  Auction  Market,  Inc.,  Jan¬ 
uary  23, 1961. 

Texas 

Kerens  Livestock  Commission  Company, 
Kerens,  January  22,  1960;  Kerens  Auction 
Bam,  January  26, 1961. 

Done  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  20th 
day  of  February  1961. 

H.  L.  Jones, 

Acting  Chief,  Rates  and  Registra¬ 
tion  Branch,  Packers  and 
Stockyards  Division,  Agricul¬ 
tural  Marketing  Service. 

(F.R.  Doc.  61-1644;  FUed,  Feb.  24,  1961; 

8:48  p.m.] 


MONROE  LIVESTOCK  MARKET  ET  AL. 

Proposed  Posting  of  Stockyards 

The  Chief  of  the  Rates  and  Registra¬ 
tion  Branch,  Packers  and  Stockyards 
Division,  Agricultural  Marketing  Serv¬ 
ice,  United  States  Department  of  Agri¬ 
culture,  has  information  that  the 
livestock  markets  named  below  are 
stockyards  as  defined  in  section  302  of 
the  Packers  and  Stockyards  Act,  1021, 
as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  202),  and  should 
be  made  subject  to  the  provisions  of  the 
act. 

Monroe  Livestock  Market,  Monroeville,  Ala. 
Liberal  Sales  Company,  Liberal,  Kans. 
Helmer  &  Jim  Nielsen  Dairy  Cattle  Market, 
Emmons,  Minn. 

Triangle  Livestock  Auction,  Vado,  N.  Mex. 
Carolina  Stock  Yards  Company,  Silver  City, 
N.C. 

’Twin  States  Auction  Market,  Taber  City,  N.C. 
VanceviUe  Stockyard.  Bennettsville,  S.C. 
Henry  Livestock,  Conway,  S.C. 

Notice  is  hereby  given,  therefore,  that 
the  said  Chief,  pursuant  to  authority 
delegated  under  the  Packers  and  Stock- 
yards  Act,  1921,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C. 
181  et  seq.),  proposes  to  issue  a  rule 
designating  the  stockyards  named  above 
as  posted  stockyards  subject  to  the  pro¬ 


visions  of  the  act,  as  provided  in 
302  thereof. 

Any  person  who  wishes  to  submit 
written  data,  views,  or  arguments  cto 
ceming  the  proposed  rule  may  do  so  bv 
filing  them  wtih  the  Chief,  Rates  and 
Registration  Branch,  Packers  and  Stock 
yards  Division,  Agricultural  Marketinir 
Service,  United  States  Departments 
Agriculture,  Washington  25,  D.C.,  with 
in  15  days  after  publication  hereof  in 
the  Federal  Register. 

Done  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  20th 
days  of  February  1961. 

H.  L.  JoNis, 

Acting  Chief,  Rates  and  Regis, 
tration  Branch,  Packers  and 
Stockyards  Division,  Agricul¬ 
tural  Marketing  Service. 

(F.R.  Doc.  61-1645;  Filed,  Feb.  24,  iMi- 
8:48  a.m.] 


CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD 

[Docket  12146;  Order  No.  E-16414] 

TRANS  WORLD  AIRLINES,  INC. 

Jet  Surcharges;  Order  of  Investigation 
and  Suspension 

Adopted  by  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Board  at  its  ojffice  in  Washingtmi,  D.C. 
on  the  21st  day  of  February  1961. 

By  tariff  revision  filed  January  2S, 
1961,  and  marked  to  become  effective 
March  1,  1961,  Trans  World  Airlines, 
Inc.  (TWA)  proposes  one-way  sur¬ 
charges  for  application  on  its  compila¬ 
tion  first-class  and  coach  jet  services  as 
follows: 


Albuquerque-Dayton _ $6.00 

Albuquerque-Phoenlx _  2.00 

Albuquerque-Philadelpbia _  8.00 

Las  Vegas-San  Francisco _ 4.00 

Mlami-San  Francisco _ 13.00 


No  complaints  have  been  filed. 

While  the  surcharges  proposed  to/from 
Albuquerque  comport  with  the  genenJly 
prevailing  industry  level,  those  prc^ixised 
to/from  San  Francisco  materially  exceed 
the  range  of  surcharges  which  have  been 
permitted  to  become  effective  for  serv¬ 
ices  of  comparable  distance.  The  sur¬ 
charge  of  $4.00  proposed  between  Las 
Vegas  and  San  Francisco  is  equivalent  to 
0.966  cents  per  mile  and  amounts  to  10.5 
percent  of  the  first-class  fare.  By  com¬ 
parison,  surcharges  currently  in  effect 
for  comparable  distances  range  between 
0.462  and  0.703  cents  per  mile,  between 
6.3  and  8.8  percent  in  terms  of  their 
relationship  to  the  corresponding  first- 
class  fares.  The  surcharge  of  $12.00  pro¬ 
posed  between  Miami  and  San  Francisco 
not  only  is  higher  in  dollar  amount  than 
any  so  far  permitted  to  take  effect  but 
exceeds,  on  a  cents  per  mile  basis,  those 
applicable  to  somewhat  shorter  coast- 
to-coast  operations.  Thus,  for  example, 
the  present  $10.00  surcharge  between 
Boston  and  San  Francisco  (2712  miles) 
amoimts  to  0.369  cents  per  mile,  5.5  per¬ 
cent  of  the  first-class  fare,  whereas  that 
here  proposed  to/from  Miami  (2809 
miles)  equates  to  0.427  cents  per  mile, 
or  6.4  percent  of  the  first-class  fare. 

Upon  consideration  of  all  relevent 
mattei*s,  the  Board  finds  that  the  sui'- 
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ghgrges  proposed  between  San  Francisco, 
one  hand,  and  Las  Vegas  and 
Jjianii,  on  the  other  hand,  may  be  un-  ’ 
fJ3^d  unreasonable,  or  unjustly  dis¬ 
criminatory,  or  unduly  preferential,  or 
unduly  prejudicial,  and  that  they  should 
l)e  investigated.  Further,  in  view  of  the 
fact  that  the  surcharges  depart  signifi¬ 
cantly  from  the  existing  industry  pat¬ 
tern  for  comparable  distances,  the  Board 
bas  concluded  to  suspend  the  operation 
of  such  tariffs  and  the  use  thereof  pend¬ 
ing  investigation.  However,  the  Board 
would  not  suspend  surcharges  which  did 
not  exceed  $3.00  between  Las  Vegas  and 
San  Francisco,  $10.00  between  Miami 
and  San  Francisco. 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  Federal 
Aviation  Act  of  1958,  and  particularly 
sections  204(a),  404,  and  1002  thereof. 

It  is  ordered.  That; 

1.  An  investigation  is  hereby  instituted 
to  determine  whether  the  jet  surcharges 
between  Las  Vegas  and  San  Francisco 
and  between  Miami  and  San  Francisco 
«)pearlng  on  26th  Revised  Page  259  of 
Agent  C.  C.  Squire’s  C.A.B.  No.  44  are, 
or  will  be,  unjust  or  unreasonable,  un¬ 
justly  discriminatory,  unduly  preferen¬ 
tial,  unduly  prejudicial  or  otherwise 
unlawful,  and,  if  foimd  to  be  unlawful, 
to  determine  and  prescribe  the  lawful 
jet  surcharges. 

2.  Pending  investigation,  hearing,  and 
decision  by  the  Board,  the  jet  surcharges 
between  Las  Vegas  and  San  Francisco 
and  between  Miami  and  San  Francisco 
appearing  on  26th  Revised  Page  259  of 
Agent  C.  C.  Squire’s  C.A.B.  No.  44  are 
suspended  and  their  use  deferred  to  and 
including  May  29, 1961,  unless  otherwise 
ordered  by  the  Board  and  that  no 
changes  be  made  therein  during  the 
period  of  suspension  except  by  order  or 
special  permission  by  the  Board. 

3.  This  investigation  be  assigned  for 
hearing  before  an  Examiner  of  the  Board 
at  a  time  and  place  hereafter  to  be 
designated. 

4.  Copies  of  this  order  shall  be  filed 
with  the  tariff  suspended,  and  shall  be 
served  upon  Trans  World  Airlines,  Inc. 
which  is  hereby  made  a  party  to  this 
proceeding. 

This  order  will  be  publisjhed  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 

[SEAL]  Robert  C.  Lester, 

Secretary. 

'[PB.  Doc.  61-1664;  Piled,  Feb.  24,  1961; 

8:50  ajn.] 

FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

[Docket  Nos.  13086, 13088;  PCC  61-1931 

BEACON  BROADCASTING  SYSTEM, 
INC.  AND  SUBURBAN  BROAD- 
CASTING  CO.,  INC. 

Memorandum  Opinion  and  Order 
Amending  Issues 

In  re  applications  of  Beacon  Broad¬ 
casting  System,  Inc.,  Grafton-Cedars- 
burg,  Wisconsin,  Docket  No.  13086,  File 
No.  BP-10518;  Suburban  Broadcasting 


Co.,  Inc.,' Jackson,  Wisconsin,  Docket  No. 
13088,  File  No.  BP-12802;  for  construc¬ 
tion  permits  for  standard  broadcast 
stations. 

1.  The  Commission  has  before  it  for 
consideration  a  Petition  to  Enlarge  Issues 
and  Reopen  the  Record  filed  by  Subur¬ 
ban  Broadcasting  Co.,  Inc.  (Suburban) 
on  December  14,  1960;  a  Statement  of 
the  Broadcast  Bureau  supporting  the 
Petition,  filed  December  27,  1960;  an 
Opposition  filed  by  Beacon  Broadcasting 
System,  Inc.  (Beacon)  on  December  27, 
1960 ;  and  a  Reply  to  the  Beacon  opposi¬ 
tion  filed  by  Suburban  on  January  3, 
1961. 

2.  On  August  12, 1959,  the  Commission 
released  an  Order  (FCC  59-860,  Mimeo 
No.  76399)  which  designated  for  hearing 
the  above-captioned  applications.  That 
application,  as  amended,  sets  out,  inter 
alia,  Beacon’s  plan  for  financing  the  cost 
of  constructing  its  proposed  station  and 
providing  for  initial  working  capital.  A 
necessary  part  of  that  proposed  financing 
is  a  $50,000  loan  commitment  which  the 
application  shows  will  be  made  available 
by  the  Marshall  and  Ilsley  Bank  in  Mil¬ 
waukee,  Wisconsin.  On  October  31, 1960, 
the  Hearing  Examiner  closed  the  record 
in  the  instant  proceeding.  By  a  letter 
dated  November  3,  1960,  the  Marshall 
and  Ilsley  Bank  indicated  that  it  was  no 
longer  willing  to  lend  Beacon  the  $50,000. 
On  December  14, 1960,  Suburban  filed  its 
petition  to  reopen  the  record  and  enlarge 
the  issues  requesting  that  the  Commis¬ 
sion  include  an  issue  relating  to  Beacon's 
financial  qualifications. 

3.  Suburban  contends,  and  we  agree, 
that  it  had  good  cause  for  not  filing  its 
petition  at  an  earlier  date  since  it  was 
not  made  aware  of  the  existence  of  the 
withdrawal  letter  until  December  8, 1960. 
In  its  opposition,  Beacon,  though  con¬ 
ceding  that  the  Marshall  and  Ilsley  Bank 
has  withdrawn  its  loan  offer,  alleges  that 
within  seven  days  after  such  withdrawal 
it  secured  another  $50,000  loan  commit¬ 
ment  from  a  bank  in  Grafton,  Wisconsin. 
Beacon  has  not,  however,  amended  its 
application  to  refiect  that  fact,  and  ab¬ 
sent  such  an  amendment,  we  are  unable 
to  conclude  that  it  is  financially  qualified. 

Accordingly,  it  is  ordered.  This  15th 
day  of  February  1981,  that  the  Petition 
To  Reopen  the  Record  and  Enlarge 
Issues  filed  by  Suburban  Broadcasting 
Co.,  Inc.,  on  December  14,  1960,  is 
granted;  that  the  record  in  this  proceed¬ 
ing  is  reopened;  that  existing  Issues  9 
and  10  are  renumbered  as  Nos.  10  and 
11,  respectively;  and  that  the  issues  in 
this  proceeding  are  enlarged  by  adding 
the  following  Issue  No.  9: 

9.  To  determine  whether  Beacon 
Broadcasting  System,  Inc.,  is  financially 
qualified  to  construct  and  operate  its 
proposed  station  for  a  reasonable  period 
of  time  without  the  benefit  of  revenue. 

Released:  February  20, 1961. 

Federal  Communications 

Commission,* 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple,  - 

Acting  Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  61-1667;  Filed,  Feb.  24,  1961; 

8:61  a.m.] 


’  Commissioner  Cross  dissenting  In  opinion. 


[Docket  No.  13267  etc.;  FOC  61-186] 

CATSKILLS  BROADCASTING  CO.  ET  AL. 

Memorandum  Opinion  and  Order 
Designating  Applications  for  Con¬ 
solidated  Hearing  on  Stated  Issues 

In  re  applications  of  Harry  C.  Ber¬ 
wick,  David  Levinson,  Sesrmour  D. 
Lubin,  Henry  L.  Shipp,  Joseph  K. 
Schwartz,  and  Philip  Slutsky,  d/b  as 
Catskills  Broadcasting  Company,  EUen- 
ville.  New  York,  Docket  No.  13257,  Pile 
No.  BP-12266;  Jerome  Z.  Elkin,  Charles 
W.  Letter,  Samuel  Elkin,  and  Henry  W. 
Weiss,  d/b  as  Ellenville  Broadcasting 
Company,  Ellenville,  New  York,  Docket 
No.  13258,  FUe  No.  BP-12742;  Saul  Dres¬ 
ner,  Alfred  Dresner,  Samuel  Dresner, 
and  Rose  Dresner,  d/b  as  Ulster  County 
Broadcasting  Company,  Ellenville,  New 
York,  Docket  No.  13272,  File  No.  BP- 
11781;  for  construction  permits. 

1.  'The  Commission  has  before  it  for 
consideration  (1)  the  Petition  of  the 
Broadcast  Bureau  to  Set  Aside  Initial 
Decision  and  Consolidate  Applications  in 
Hearing,  filed  April  20,  1960;  (2)  the 
Joint  Opposition  of  Ellenville  Broadcast¬ 
ing  Company  and  Catskills  Broadcasting 
Company,  filed  June  2,  1960;  (3)  the 
Joint  Petition  for  Leave  to  Amend  and 
for  Other  Relief,  filed  October  7, 1960,  by 
Ulster  County  Broadcasting  Company, 
Ellenville  Broadcasting  Company,  and 
Catskills  Broadcasting  Company;  (4)  the 
Comments  of  the  Broadcast  Bureau,  filed 
November  10,  1960;  and  (5)  the  Reply 
of  Catskills,  Ellenville,  and  Ulster  Coun¬ 
ty,  filed  November  28,  1960.  In  addi¬ 
tion,  the  Commission  has  before  it  the 
petition  for  reconsideration  and  immedi¬ 
ate  grant,  filed  by  IJflster  County  on 
December  23,  1959,  and  pleadings  re¬ 
sponsive  thereto,  which,  as  will  appear 
infra,  are  rendered  moot  by  our  action 
herein. 

2.  By  Initial  Decision  released  March 
7,  1960  (PCC  60D-17),  Hearing  Exam¬ 
iner  Isadore  A.  Honig  proposed  to  grant 
the  application  of  Catskills  Broadcast¬ 
ing  Company  for  a  new  standard  broad¬ 
cast  station  to  operate  daytime  only  on 
1370  kc  with  power  of  500  watts  at  Ellen¬ 
ville,  New  York,  and  to~dismiss  that  of 
Ellenville  Broadcasting  Company  lor 
similar  facilities,  the  Examiner  consid¬ 
ering  a  merger  agreement  between  the 
applicants.  On  March  16,  1960,  counsel 
for  Ulster  county  Broadcasting  Com¬ 
pany,  whose  application  for  1570  kc  in 
Ellenville  was  the  subject  of  a  separate 

'  proceeding,  sent  a  letter  to  the  Commis¬ 
sion  alleging  that  Ulster  County  had  in¬ 
formation  demonstrating  that  a  grant 
of  Catskills’  application  would  violate 
the  public  interest,  and  that  the  princi¬ 
pals  of  Catskills  and  Ellenville  were  en¬ 
gaged  in  a  continuing  scheme  to  block 
a  grant  to  Ulster  Coimty  in  Ellenville. 
Ellenville’s  and  Catskills’  reply  letter  of 
April  4,  1960,  attempted  to  refute  Ulster 
County’s  charges,  and  renewed  their  own 
earlier  charges  tJiat  Ulster  County  had 
misrepresented  to  the  Commission  the 
availability  of  its  transmitter  site.  As  a 
result  of  the  questions  raised  by  the 
above  letters,  the  Commission,  by  Order 
released  April  22,  1960  (PCC  60-415), 
stayed  the  effective  date  of  the  Initial 
Decision,  and  the  Broadcast  Bureau 
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filed,  on  April  20,  the  instant  petition  to 
set  aside  the  Initial  Decision  and  to  con¬ 
solidate  for  hearing  the  applications  of 
Catskills,  EUenville,  and  Ulster  County 
on  issues  to  determine  (1)  whether  Ulster 
County  has  a  reasonable  expectancy  of 
acquiring  its  transmitter  site;  (2) 
whether  Ulster  Coimty  is  financially 
qualified;  (3)  whether  Ulster  County 
has  misrepresented  the  facts  with  respect 
to  the  availabiilty  of  its  transmitter  site, 
and,  if  so,  whether  it  has  the  requisite 
character  qualifications;  (4)  whether 
Catsk^  and/or  EUenville  have  engaged 
in  a  scheme  to  delay,  hinder,  or  prevent 
action  by  the  Commission  upon  the  grant 
of  the  appUcation  of  Ulster  County;  (5) 
whether  the  partners  of  CatskUls  and 
EUenvWe  have  the  requisite  character 
qualifications;  (6)  whether  a  grant  of 
Catskills’  appUcation  would  violate  sec¬ 
tion  3.35  of  the  Commission’s  rules;  and 
(7)  which,  if  any,  of  the  appUcations 
should  be  granted.  The  appUcants,  on 
October  7, 1960,  filed  a  petition  for  leave 
to  amend  Catskills’  appUcation  to  show 
their  merger  agreement  with  EUenviUe 
and  Ulster  County,  and  requested  the 
dismissal  of  the  latter  two  applications 
and  finalization  of  Examiner  Honig’s 
Initial  Decision. 

3.  In  support  of  its  petition,  the  Bureau 
asserts  that  the  allegations  of  Ulster 
County,  EUenville,  and  Catskills  cast 
doubts  on  the  qualifications  of  each  to 
be  a  Ucensee,  and  that  aU  should  be 
consoUdated  for  hearing  in  one  proceed¬ 
ing  since  most  of  the  evidence  relates 
to  the  qualifications  of  aU  appUcants, 
and  since  there  are  direct  contradictions 
among  the  appUcants  on  related  ques¬ 
tions.  The  Bureau  points  out  that 
shortly  after  Ulster  County  filed  its 
original  appUcation  for  1370  kc  at 
Wawarsing,  New  York,  Seymour  D. 
Lubin,  president  and  50  percent  stock¬ 
holder  in  Station  WVOS,  Liberty,  New 
York  (19  mUes  fnun '  EUenviUe) ,  made 
the  foUowlng  statements  in  letters  to  the 
Commission: 

EllenvlUe  Is  now  served  •  *  *  by 

WVOS  •  •  •. 

EUenville  Itself  cannot  adequately  support 
a  station.  We  have  surveyed  the  community 
many  times  thinking  in  terms  of  100  w.  In 
addition,  we  are  in  almost  daily  contact 
with  the  community  •  •  •. 

Further  a  station  in  Wawarsing  wUl  gain 
EllenvlUe  business  and  this  wUl  hurt  us. 

To  conclude  as  one  who  has  intimately 
investigated  the  area  since  1048,  I  would 
never  invest  in  an  EllenvUle  (or  Wawarsing) 
outlet  •  •  •. 

The  Bureau  notes  that  less  than  four 
months  later,  Lubin,  together  with 
-Harry  O.  Borwick,  who  owns  the  remain¬ 
ing  50  percent  interest  in  Station  WVOS 
at  Liberty,  and  four  other  individuals, 
formed  the  Catskills  partnership,  in 
which  Lubin  and  Borwick  would  each 
have  a  38^  percent  Interest,  and  filed 
an  appUcation  at  EUenviUe  for  the  same 
frequency  requested  by  Ulster  County. 

4.  In  additicm.  the  Bureau  cites  Ulster 
County’s  charge  that  (me  of  its  principals 
was  requested  by  Jerome  Z.  Elkin  that 
he  be  ^ven  a  50  percent  interest  in  the 


Ulster  County  appUcation.  under  the 
threat  of  filing  a  conflicting  appUcation 
if  refused.  The  Bureau  points  out  that 
Elkin  subsequently  joined  with  three 
others  to  form  EllenvUle  Broadcasting 
Company  and  filed  its  instant  applica¬ 
tion.^ 

5.  The  Bureau  also  refers  to  the  charge 
made  by  CatskiUs  and  EUenviUe  that 
Ulster  Coimty  had  misrepresented  to  the 
Commission  the  facts  concerning  the 
avaUabUity  of  its  proposed  transmitter 
site,  and  Ulster  County’s  counter-charge 
that  the  foregoing  was  part  of  CatskiUs’ 
and  Ellenville’s  continuing  scheme  to 
block  a  grant  to  Ulster  County. 

6.  In  neither  the  joint  opposition  of 
CatskiUs  and  EUenville  nor  in  the  joint 
petition  for  leave  to  amend  do  the  ap¬ 
pUcants  address  themselves  to  the  seem¬ 
ing  inconsistency  of  Lubin’s  position  in 
first  urging  that  twelve  years’  study  had 
convinced  him  that  EUenvUle  could  not 
support  a  broadcast  station,  and  shortly 
thereafter  joining  in  a  partnership  to 
apply  for  a  station  there.  As  to  the 
questions  concerning  Elkin’s  aUeged 
threat  and  Ulster  County’s  aUeged  mis¬ 
representation,  the  appUcants  state  that 
the  charges  were  due  only  to  misunder¬ 
standings  and  that,  although  deplorable, 
“such  situations  •  •  •  are  the  natural 
by-products  of  Utigation’’. 

7.  The  Commission  finds  itself  unable 
to  view  these  matters  as  lightly  as  do 
the  applicants.  Irresponsibly  false 
charges  could  not  be,  in  our  opinion, 
“natural  by-products  of  litigation’’,  and 
for  this  reason  alone  further  hearing  is 
warranted  to  determine  whether  the  in¬ 
stant  charges  are  of  such  a  nature. 

8.  In  addition  to  issues  concerning  the 
character  qualifications  of  the  appli¬ 
cants,  the  Bureau  requests  Issues  as  to 
Ulster  County’s  financial  qualifications 
and  as  to  a  possible  violation  of  §  3.35  of 
the  Commission’s  rules  in  the  event  Cats- 

'  kills’  appUcation  is  granted.  The  issue 
concerning  Ulster  Coimty’s  financial 
qualifications  is  dependent  upon  its 
showing  under  the  site  availability  issue, 
and  is  therefore  considered  appropriate. 
In  opposing  the  §  3.35  (multiple  owner¬ 
ship)  issue,  Catskills  and  EUenviUe 
point  out  that  measurements  submitted 
with  Catskills’  appUcation  established 
that,  due  to  lower  conductivity  in  the 
area  than  predicted  by  the  Commission’s 
soU  map,  the  2.0  mv/m  contour  of  Sta¬ 
tion  WVOS  at  Liberty  would  not  overlap 
the  2.0  mv/m  contour  of  CatskiUs’  pro¬ 
posed  EUenville  station,  and  that  neither 
'the  Commission’s  McFarland  letter  nor 
the  Order  originaUy  designating  their 
appUcations  for  hearing  raised  any 
question  in  this  regard.  Nevertheless, 
in  view  of  Lubin’s  statements  (paragraph 
3,  supra)  that  WVOS  serves  EUenvUle 
and  derives  advertising  revenue  there¬ 
from,  and  the  fact  that  Liberty  is  only 
19  mUes  frcHn  EUenviUe,  the  Commis¬ 
sion  is  of  the  opinion  that  further  in- 

^On  February  84.  1959  (approximately 
seven  weeks  after  Ellenville’s  application  was 
filed)  Ulster  County  amended  its  application 
to  specify  1570  ko  at  EUenville. 


quiry  into  the  possibUity  of  a  violation 
of  §  3,35  of  the  rules  is  warrant^. 

•  9.  The  applicants’  joint  petition  for 
leave  to  amend  and  for  other  relief,  filed 
October  7,  1960,  requests  that  the  Com¬ 
mission  aUow  an  amendment  to  Cats¬ 
kills’  appUcation  to  show  an  agreement 
contemplating  merger  with  the  princi¬ 
pals  of  Ulster  County  and  EUenville- 
that  the  applications  of  Ulster  County 
and  EllenvUle  be  dismissed;  that  the 
Initial  Decision  released  March  7.  i960 
granting  Catskills’  appUcation  be  made 
final;  and  that  the  Bureau’s  petition  be 
dismissed  as  moot.  In  view  of  our  de¬ 
termination  to  set  aside  such  Initial  De¬ 
cision  and  consolidate  these  applicatimis 
for  hearing,  applicants’  petition  must  be 
denied. 

10.  In  view  of  our  action  herein,  ui- 
ster  County’s  petition  for  reconsideration 
and  immediate  grant  filed  Decemto  23, 

1959,  together  with  pleadings  responsive 
thereto,  wUl  be  dismissed  as  moot. 

11.  By  its  decision  of  December  22, 

1960,  the  Court  of  Appeals  for  the  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Columbia  Circuit  reversed  an 
Order  of  .the  Commission  denying  in¬ 
tervention  in  the  Ulster  County  proceed¬ 
ing  by  Interstate  Broadcasting  Com¬ 
pany,  Inc.,  Ucensee  of  Station  WQXR, 
New  York,  New  York.*  Pursuant  there¬ 
to,  Interstate  wiU  be  made  a  party  in  the 
instant  proceeding  as  to  the  Ulster 
County  appUcation. 

Accordingly,  it  is  ordered.  This  15th 
day  of  February  1961,  'That  the  Petition 
of  the  Broadcast  Bureau  to  Set  Aside 
Initial  Decision  and  Consolidate  Appli¬ 
cations  in  Hearing,  filed  April  20,  1960, 
is  granted;  the  Initial  Decision  of  Hear¬ 
ing  Examiner  Isadore  A.  Honig  released 
March  7,  1960  (FCC  60D-17),  is  set 
aside;  and  the  above-captioned  appUca¬ 
tions  of  Catskills  Broadcasting  Com¬ 
pany.  EUenville  Broadcasting  Company, 
and  Ulster  Coimty  Broadcasting  Com¬ 
pany,  are  designated  for  hearing  in  a 
consoUdated  proceecUng,  at  a  time  and 
place  to  be  specified  in  a  subsequent  or¬ 
der,  upon  the  foUowing  issues: 

1.  To  determine  whether  Ulster  County 
Broadcasting  Company  has  a  reasonable 
expectancy  of  getting  the  transmitter 
site  herein  specified  and,  if  not,  whether 
this  is  a  site-to-be-detennined  appUca¬ 
tion  subject  to  dismissal  pursuant  to 
§  3.33(a)  of  the  Conomission’s  rules. 

2.  To  determine  whether,  if  it  Is  found 
that  Ulster  County  Broadcasting  Ck»n- 
pany  has  a  transmitter  site  available,  the 
appUcant  is  financially  qualified  to  con¬ 
struct  and  operate  its  proposed  staticm. 

3.  To  determine  whether  Ulster  County 
Broadcasting  Company  has  misrepre¬ 
sented  to  the  Commission  the  facts  with 
respect  to  the  transmitter  site  specified, 
and.  if  so.  whether  the  appUcant  has  the 
requisite  character  qualifications  to  be  a 
licensee  of  a  standard  broadcast  station. 

4.  To  determine  whether  Catskills 
Broadcasting  Ccunpany  and/or  EUenville 
Broadcasting  C<»npany,  and  any  of  the 

*  Interstate  Broadcasting  Company,  Inc. 
V.  United  States  of  America  and  Fedml 
Communications  Commission,  No.  15619, 
U.S.  App.  D.C . F.  2d _ 
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Parties  thereto,  have  engaged  in  a 
SJcme  to  delay,  hinder  or  prevent  ac¬ 
tion  by  the  Commission  upon  the  grant 
of  the  application  of  Ulster  County 
Bjoadcasting  Company 

5.  To  detennine,  in  the  light  of  the 
evidence  adduced  under  the  foregoing  is¬ 
sues,  whether  the  respective  partners  in 
(jjjtiiUs  Broadcasting  Company  and  El- 
lenville  Broadcasting  Company  have  the 
requisite  character  qualifications  to  be  a 
licensee  of  a  standard  broadcast  station. 

6.  To  determine  whether  the  operation 
prtWed  by  Catskills  Broadcasting  Com¬ 
pany  is  consistent  with  the  provisions  of 
1 3.35  of  the  Commission’s  rules. 

7.  To  determine  the  areas  and  popu¬ 
lations  which  would  receive  primary 
service  from  the  proposed  operations  of 
Catskills  Broadcasting  Company  and  El- 
lenville  Broadcasting  Company,  and  the 
availability  of  other  primary  service  to 
such  areas  and  populations. 

8.  To  determine,  on  a  comparative 
basis,  which  of  the  proposals  of  Catskills 
Broadcasting  Company  and  Ellenville 
Broadcasting  Company  would  better 
serve  the  public  interest,  convenience, 
and  necessity,  in  light  of  the  evidence 
adduced  pursuant  to  the  foregoing  issues 
and  the  record  made  with  respect  to  the 
significant  differences  between  the  ap¬ 
plicants  as  to: 

(a)  The  background  and  experience  of 
each  having  a  bearing  on  the  applicant’s 
ability  to  own  and  operate  its  proposed 
station. 

(b)  The  proposals  of  each  of  the 
applicants  with  respect  to  the  manage¬ 
ment  and  operation  of  the  proposed 
station. 

(c)  The  programming  service  pro¬ 
posed  in  each  of  the  said  applications. 

9.  To  determine,  in  the  light  of  the 
evidence  adduced  under  the  foregoing 
issues,  which,  if  any,  of  the  instant  ap¬ 
plications  should  be  granted. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  Interstate 
Broadcasting  Company,  Inc.,  licensee  of 
Station  WQXR,  is  made  a  party  to  the 
iwoceeding. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  Joint 
Petition  for  Leave  to  Amend  and  for 
Other  Relief  filed  October  7,  1960,  by 
Ulster  County  Broadcasting  Company, 
Catskills  Broadcasting  Company,  and 
Ellenville  Broadcasting  Company,  is 
denied;  and  the  Petition  for  Recon¬ 
sideration  and  Immediate  Grant  filed 
December  23,  1959,  by  Ulster  County 
Broadcasting  Company,  and  the  plead¬ 
ings  responsive  thereto,  are  dismissed  as 
moot. 

Released;  February  21,  1961. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Ben  F.  WaplA, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[PR.  Doc.  61-1668;  Piled,  Peb.  24,  1961; 

8:51  am.] 


[Docket  No.  13929;  PCC  eiM-272J 

ROBERT  LEE  COWART 
Order  Continuing  Hearing 

In  the  matter  of  Robert  Lee  Cowart, 
512  Spruce  Street,  Myrtle  Point,  Oregon, 
Docket  No.  13929;  suspension  of  radio¬ 
telephone  first-class  operator  license. 

The  Hearing  Examiner  having  under 
consideration  a  motion  for  extension  of 
hearing  date  filed  by  Robert  Lee  Cowart 
on  February  15,  1961 ; 

It  appearing  that  the  hearing  is  cur¬ 
rently  scheduled  to  commence  on  March 
8, 1961,  but  that  counsel  who  was  recent¬ 
ly  retained  by  the  respondent  needs  addi¬ 
tional'  time  for  a  study  of  the  factual 
background  of  the  case  and  that  Uie  dis¬ 
tance  factor  necessarily  causes  delays 
in  communication  between  client  and 
attorney;  and 

It  further  appearing  that  counsel  for 
the  Field  Engineering  and  Monitoring 
Bureau  has  indicated  that  there  is  no 
objection  to  a  grant  of  the  present  re¬ 
quest  but  that  owing  to  conflicts  with 
the  Examiner’s  own  hearing  schedule 
the  requested  date  of  April  12  could  not 
be  met; 

It  is  ordered.  This  17th  day  of  Febru¬ 
ary  1961,  that  the  motion  of  Robert  Lee 
Cowart  for  extension  of  hearing  date  is 
granted  insofar  as  it  requests  an  exten¬ 
sion  but  is  denied  with  respect  to  the 
date  requested;  and 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  com¬ 
mencement  of  hearing  is  continued  from 
March  8  to  April  25,  1961. 

Released:  February  20,  1961. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  61-1670;  Piled,  Peb.  24,  1961; 
8:51  a.m.] 


[Docket  Nos.  13955-13957;  PCC  61-214] 

STUART  W.  EPPERSON  ET  AL. 

Order  Designating  Applications  for 

Consolidated  Hearing  on  Stated 

Issues 

In  re  applications  of  Stuart  W.  Epper¬ 
son,  North  Wilkesboro,  North  Carolina, 
requests:  1570  kc,  1  kw.  Day,  Docket  No. 
13955,  File  No.  BP-13009;  Robert  B. 
Brown,  Taylorsville,  North  Carolina, 
requests:  1570  kc,  500  w.  Day,  Docket  No. 
13956,  Pile  No.  BP-13564;  Felix  C. 
Abernethy,  Granite  Falls,  North  Caro¬ 
lina,  requests:  1580  kc,  500  w.  Day, 
Docket  No.  13957,  Pile  No.  BP-13773;  for 
construction  permits. 

At  a  session  of  the  Federal  Communi¬ 
cations  Commission  held  at  its  offices  in 
Washington,  D.C.,  on  the  15th  day  of 
February  1961; 

The  Commission  having  under  con¬ 
sideration  the  above-captioned  and 
described  applications; 

It  appearing  that  except  as  Indicated 
by  the  issues  specified  below,  each  of  the 
instant  applicants  is  legally,  technically, 
financially,  and  otherwise  qualified  to 
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construct  and  operate  the  instant  pro¬ 
posals;  and 

It  further  appealing  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  matters  are  to  be  considered  in  con¬ 
nection  with  the  aformnentioned  issues 
specified  below; 

A.  'The  applications  herein  involve 
electrical  interference  problems  as 
follows; 

1.  The  proposal  of  Felix  C.  Abernethy 
causes  interference  to  the  existing  oper¬ 
ation  of  Station  WYCL,  York,  South 
Carolina,  and  receives  interference  from 
WYCL  and  WPUV,  Pulaski,  Virginia. 
'The  licensee  of  WYCL  has  objected  to  a 
grant  of  the  instant  application  of  Mr. 
Abernethy. 

2.  The  proposal  of  Felix  Abernethy  in¬ 
volves  problems  of  mutual  interference 
with  the  proposal  of  Robert  B.  Brown. 
Further  facts  are  necessary  to  detennine 
whether  the  interference  thus  caused  to 
the  proposal  of  Mr.  Brown  will  be  in 
excess  of  10  percent. 

3.  The  proposal  of  Robert  B.  Brown 
and  the  proposal  of  Stuart  W.  Epperson 
involve  extensive  mutual  interference, 
(far  in  excess  of  10  percent) . 

B.  By  letter  of  October  27, 1060  (herein 
incorporated  by  reference),  written  in 
accordance  with  the  provisions  of  former 
section  309(b)  of  the  Communications 
Act,  it  was  noted  that  the  Epperson 
family  had  current  interests  in  seven 
standard  broadcast  stations  and  nine 
pending  applications  and,  therefore,  the 
instant  application  of  Stuart  W.  Epper¬ 
son  might  be  in  contravention  of  §  3.35 
of  Commission  rules.  By  letter  received 
November  16, 1960,  the  applicant  replied, 
in  substance,  that  his  only  direct  owner¬ 
ship  interests  were  in  Station  WODI, 
Vinton,  Virginia,  BP-13304,  Staunton, 
Virginia,  BP-13754,  Wakefield,  Virginia, 
and  the  present  ai^lication.  Mr.  Epper¬ 
son-  stated  that  the  other  stations  and 
applications  owned  by  members  of  the 
Epperson  family  were  controlled  and  op¬ 
erated  by  these  members  individually 
and  not  as  a  family  unit. 

However,  on  the  basis  of  the  facts  at 
hand,  it  cannot  be  determined  con¬ 
clusively  that  Mr.  Stuart  W.  Epperson’s 
instant  application  will  involve  no  viola¬ 
tion  of  §  3.35(b)  of  the  Commission’s 
rules  regarding  concentration  of  control 
of  standard  broadcasting.  Therefore,  it 
appears  necessary  that  this  question  be 
set  for  hearing  in  which  further  facts 
may  be  developed. 

C.  Robert  B.  Brown,  applicant  for 
Taylorsville,  North  Carolina,  is  the  son 
of  Doris  B.  Brown,  who  is  50  percent 
owner  of  the  licensee  of  Station  WKBC 
(810  kc,  1  kw.  Day),  North  Wilkesboro, 
North  Carolina.  Taylorsville  and  North 
Wilkesboro  are  approximately  17  miles 
apart.  Commission  study  indicates  that 
the  2  mv/m  contours  of  these  two  sta¬ 
tions  will  overlap  and,  additlonsdly,  that 
WKBC  serves  Taylorsville  (population 
1463,  1960  Census).  In  view  of  these 
facts,  a  question  obtains  as  to  whether 
the  instant  proposal  is  in  contravention 
of  §  3.35(a)  of  Commission  rules,  con¬ 
cerning  multiple  ownership. 

It  further  appearing  that  in  view  of 
the  foregoing,  the  Commission  is  unable 
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NOTICES 


to  make  the  statutory  finding  that  a 
grant  of  the  subject  applications  would 
serve  the  public  interest,  convenience, 
and  necessity,  and  is  of  the  opinion  that 
the  applications  must  be  designated  for 
hearing  in  a  consolidated  proceeding  on 
the  issues  set  forth  below; 

It  is  ordered.  That,  pursuant  to  section 
309(e)  of  the  Communications  Act  of 
1934,  as  amended,  the  instant  applica¬ 
tions  are  designated  for  hearing  in  a  con¬ 
solidated  proceeding,  at  a  time  and  place 
to  be  specified  in  a  subsequent  Order, 
upon  the  following  issues: 

1.  To  determine  the  aresus  and  popula¬ 
tions  which  would  receive  primary  serv¬ 
ice  from  each  of  the  instant  proposals 
and  the  availability  of  other  primary 
service  to  such  areas  and  populations. 

2.  To  determine  the  nature  and  extent 
of  the  interference,  if  any,  that  each  of 
the  instant  proposals  would  cause  to  and 
receive  from  each  other  and  the  inter¬ 
ference  that  each  of  the  instant  pro¬ 
posals  would  receive  from  all  other  exist¬ 
ing  standard  broadcast  stations,  the 
areas  and  populations  affected  thereby, 
and  the  availability  of  other  primary 
service  to  the  areas  and  populations  af¬ 
fected  by  interference  from  any  of  the 
instant  proposals. 

3.  To  determine  whether  the  instant 
proposal  of  Felix  C.  Abernethy  would 
cause  objectionable  interference  to  Sta¬ 
tion  WYCL,  York,  South  Carolina,  or 
any  other  existing  standard  broadcast 
stations,  and,  if  so,  the  nature  and  extent 
thereof,  the  areas  and  populations  af¬ 
fected  thereby,  and  the  availability  of 
other  primary  service  to  such  areas  and 
populations. 

4.  To  determine  whether  the  inter¬ 
ference  received  by  each  instant  pro¬ 
posal  from  any  of  the  other  proposals 
herein  and  any  existing  stations  would 
affect  more  than  ten  percent  of  the  pop¬ 
ulation  within  its  normally  protected 
primary  service  area  in  contravention  of 
§  3.28(c)  (3)  of  the  Commission  rules 
and,  if  so,  whether  circumstances  exist 
which  would  warrant  a  waiver  of  said 
Section. 

5.  To  determine  whether  a  grant  of 
the  instant  proposal  of  Robert  B.  Brown 
would  be  in  contravention  of  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  §  3.35(a)  of  the  Commission 
rules  with  respect  to  multiple  ownership 
of  standard  broadcast  stations. 

6.  To  determine  whether  a  grant  of 
the  instant  proposal  of  Stuart  W.  Epper¬ 
son  would  be  in  contravention  of  §  3.35 
(b)  of  the  Commission  rules  with  respect 
to  concentration  of  control. 

7.  To  determine,  in  the  light  of  section 
307(b)  of  the  Communications  Act  of 
1934,  as  amended,  which  of  the  instant 
proposals  would  best  provide  a  fair,  eflB- 
cient  and  equitable  distribution  of  radio 
service. 

8.  To  determine,  in  the  light  of  the 
evidence  adduced  pursuant  to  the  fore¬ 
going  issues  which,  if  any,  of  the  instant 
applications  should  be  granted. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  York- 
Clover  Broadcasting  Company,  Incor¬ 
porated,  •  licensee  of  Station  WYCL. 
York,  SouUi  Carolina,  is  made  a  party 
to  the  proceeding. 


It  is  further  ordered^  That,  to  avail 
themsblves  of  the  opportunity  to  be 
heard,  the  applicants  and  party  respond¬ 
ent  herein,  pursuant  to  §  1.140  of  the 
Commission  rules,  in  person  or  by  at¬ 
torney,  shall,  within  20  days  of  the  mail¬ 
ing  of  this  Order,  file  with  the  Ccxnmis- 
sion  in  triplicate,  a  written  appearance 
stating  an  intention  to  appear  on  the 
date  fixed  for  the  hearing  and  present 
evidence  on  the  issues  specified  in  this 
Order. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That,  the  issues 
in  the  above -captioned  proceeding  may 
be  enlarged  by  the  Examiner,  on  his  own 
motion  or  on  petition  properly  filed  by  a 
party  to  the  proceeding,  and  upon  suffi¬ 
cient  allegations  of  fact  in  support 
thereof^  by  the  addition  of  the  following 
issue:  To  determine  whether  the  funds 
available  to  the  applicant  will  give  rea¬ 
sonable  assurance  that  the  proposals  set 
forth  in  the  application  will  be 
effectuated.  • 

Released:  February  21,  1961. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal!  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Acting  Secretary. 

IF.R.  Dcx:.  61-1671;  Piled,  Feb.  24.  1961; 

8:51  a.m.] 

[Docket  Nos.  13922,  13923;  PCC  61M-261] 

FIRST  CAROLINA  CORP.  AND  PAL¬ 
METTO  RADIO  CORP.  (WNOK-TV) 

Postponement  of  Prehearing 
Conference 

In  re  applications  of  First  Carolina 
Corp.,  Columbia.  South  Carolina,  for 
construction  permit  for  new  television 
broadcast  station  (Channel  25),  Docket 
No.  13922,  File  No.  BP(^-2803;  Palmetto 
Radio  Corporation  (WNOK-TV),  Co¬ 
lumbia,  South  Carolina,  for  construction 
permit  to  change  from  Channel  67  to 
Channel  25,  Docket  No.  13923,  File  No. 
BPCrr-2820. 

The  Hearing  Examiner  having  under 
consideration  an  informal  (letter)  re¬ 
quest  received  February  15,  1961,  from 
Palmetto  Radio  Corporation  requesting 
that  the  prehearing  conference  hereto¬ 
fore  scheduled  in  the  above-captioned 
proceeding  for  February  21,  1961,  be 
postponed  indefinitely,  pending  satis¬ 
faction  by  Palmetto  of  the  conditions 
specified  in  the  Commission’s  Report  and 
Order  in  Docket  No.  13905  ^  looking  to¬ 
ward  the  withdrawal  of  Palmetto’s  ap¬ 
plication  for  Channel  25; 

It  appearing  that  counsel  for  First 
Carolina  Corporation  has  joined  in  Pal¬ 
metto’s  request  for  indefinite  postpone¬ 
ment  of  the  prehearing  conference,  and 
that  counsel  for  the  Broadcast  Bureau 
has  consented  to  a  grant  of  this  request; 
and 

It  further  appearing  that  good  cause 
has  been  shown  for  favorable  action  by 
the  Examiner  on  the  subject  request; 

Accordingly,  it  is  ordered.  This  15th 
day  of  February  1961,  that  the  afore¬ 
mentioned  Informal  (letter)  request  of 


»PCC  61-176,  released  February  13,  1961. 


Palmetto  Radio  Corporation  Is  granted 
and  the  prehearing  conference  hereto-’ 
fore  scheduled  for  February  21,  i96i  is 
postponed  indefinitely.  ’ 

Released:  February  17,  1961. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[P.R.  Doc.  61-1672;  Filed,  Feb.  24,  igji. 
8:51  a.m.] 


[Docket  No.  13954;  FCC  61-210] 

JEFFERSON  BROADCASTING  CO.,  INC 
(WTMT) 

Order  Designating  Application  for 
Hearing  on  Stated  Issues 

In  re  application  of  Jefferson  Broad¬ 
casting  Co.,  Inc.  (WTMT),  Louisville, 
Kentucky,  has:  620  kc,  500  w,  DA-D, req: 
620  kc,  500  w,  1  kw-LS,  DA-2,  U,  Docket 
No.  13954,  File  No.  BP-13382;  for  con¬ 
struction  permit. 

At  a  session  of  the  Federal  Communi¬ 
cations  Commission  held  at  its  ofidees  in 
Washington,  D.C.,  on  the  15th  day  of 
February  1961; 

The  Commission  having  under  con¬ 
sideration  the  above-captioned  and  de¬ 
scribed  application; 

It  appearing  that  except  as  indicated 
by  the  issues  specified  below,  the  instant 
ai^plicant  is  legally,  technically,  finan- 
cisdly,  and  otherwise  qualified  to  con¬ 
struct  and  operate  the  instant  prc^ixnal; 
and 

It  further  appearing  that  the  instant 
proposal  raises  a  question  of  sound  en¬ 
gineering  since  it  appears  that  part  of 
the  city  of  Louisville  is  situated  in  an 
area  of  maximum  signal  suppression; 
and 

It  further  appearing  that  by  letter 
filed  August  1,  1960,  accompanied  by  an 
engineering  affidavit,  the  licensee  of  Sta¬ 
tion  WTMJ  objected  to  interference 
which  may  result  along  the  southwest 
periphery  of  the  WTMJ  nighttime  serv¬ 
ice  area,  and  because  of  such  interfer¬ 
ence.  requested  that  the  instant  applica¬ 
tion  be  designated  for  hearing;  and 

It  further  appearing  that  in  view  of 
the  foregoing,  the  Commission  is  unable 
to  make  the  statutory  finding  that  a 
grant  of  the  subject  application  wmild 
serve  the  public  interest,  convenience, 
and  necessity,  and  is  of  the  opinion  that 
the  application  must  be  designated  for 
hearing  on  the  issues  set  forth  below: 

It  is  ordered.  That,  pursuant  to  sectiiHi 
309(e)  of  the  Communications  Act  (A 
1934,  as  amended,  the  instant  applica¬ 
tion  is  designated  for  hearing,  at  a  time 
and  place  to  be  specified  in  a  subsequent 
order,  upon  the  following  issues: 

1.  To  determine  the  areas  and  popula¬ 
tions  which  may  be  expected  to  gain  or 
lose  primary  service  from  the  proposed 
operation  of  Station  WTMT  and  the 
availability  of  other  primary  service  to 
such  areas  and  populations. 

2.  To  determine  whether  the  instant 
proposal  would  cause  objectionable 
nighttime  interference  to  the  following 
stations,  or  any  other  existing  standard 
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broadcast  stations,  and.  if  so,  the  nature 
and  extent  thereof,  the  areas  and  popu¬ 
lations  affected  thereby,  and  the  avail- 
aWlity  of  other  primary  service  to  such 
areas  and  populations; 
yfTUJ,  Milwaukee,  Wis.,  630  kc.  5  kw, 

DA-N,  P- 

Wichita,  Falls,  Tex.,  620  kc,  5  kw, 

DA-N,  D. 

3.  To  determine  whether  interference 
received  from  Stations  WTMJ  and 
WATE  would  affect  more  than  ten  per¬ 
cent  of  the  population  within  the  nor¬ 
mally  protected  primary  service  area  of 
the  instant  proposal  in  contravention  of 
§  3.28(c)  (3)  of  the  Conimission  rules, 
and,  if  so,  whether  circumstances  exist 
which  would  warrant  a  waiver  of  said 
section. 

4.  To  determine  whether  the  instant 
proposal  will  provide  a  minimum  signal 
strength  of  5  mv/m  daytime  over  the 
most  distant  residential  section  of  Louis- 
Tllle,  Kentucky,  and  whether  the  entire 
city  would  receive  adequate  service 
at  night  as  required  by  §§  3.188  and 
3.28(c)  (2)  of  the  Commission  rules. 

5.  To  determine  whether  a  portion  of 
the  city  sought  to  be  served  is  in  an  area 
of  maximum  signal  suppression,  and,  if 
so,  whether  the  proposed  directional  an¬ 
tenna  system  represents  good  engineer¬ 
ing  practice,  especially  in  light  of  the 
normaHy  expected  wide  variations  in 
signal  strength  occurring  in  null  areas 
of  directional  patterns. 

6.  To  determine,  in  the  light  of  the 
evidence  adduced  pursuant  to  the  fore¬ 
going  issues,  whether  a  grant  of  the  in¬ 
stant  application  would  serve  the  public 
interest,  convenience  and  necessity. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  The  Journal 
Company  (The  Milwaukee  Journal)  and 
North  Texas  Radio,  Inc.,  licensees  of  Sta¬ 
tions  WTMJ  and  KWFT,  respectively, 
are  made  parties  to  the  proceeding  with 
respect  to  their  existing  operations. 

It  is  further  ordered,  That,  in  the  event 
of  a  grant  of  the  instant  proposal,  the 
construction  permit  shall  contain  a  con¬ 
dition  that  the  permittee  shall  comply 
with  the  provisions  of  §  3.46(c)  of  the 
Commission  rules  to  avoid  possible  sec¬ 
ond  harmonic  interference  to  the  trans¬ 
missions  of  Station  WINN,  Louisville, 
Kentucky  (1240  kc,  250  w,  U) . 

It  is  further  ordered.  That,  to  avail 
themselves  of  the  opportunity  to  be 
heard,  the  applicant  and  parties  re¬ 
spondent  herein,  pursuant  to  §  1.140  of 
the  Commission  rules,  in  person  or  by 
attorney,  shall,  within  20  days  of  the 
mailing  of  this  order,  file  with  the  Com¬ 
mission  in  triplicate,  a  written  appear¬ 
ance  stating  an  intention  to  appear  on 
the  date  fixed  for  the  hearing  and  present 
evidence  on  the  issues  specified  in  this 
order. 

Released:  February  21, 1961. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Acting  Secretary. 

IPH.  Doc.  61-1673;  Piled,  Feb.  24.  1961; 

8:51  am.] 


[Docket  Noe.  13884-13886;  FOC  61M-26€] 

“JET”  BROADCASTING  CO.,  INC. 
(WJET)  ET  AL. 

Order  Following  Pre-Hearing 
Conference 

In  re  applications  of  the  "Jet”  Broad¬ 
casting  Co.,  Inc.  (WJET) ,  Erie,  Pennsyl¬ 
vania,  Docket  No.  13884.  File  No.  BP- 
12188;  WBNY,  Incorporated  (WBNY), 
Buffalo.  New  York,  Docket  No.  13885, 
File  No.  BP-13285;  Lake  Shore  Broad¬ 
casting  Company,  Inc.  (WDOE),  Dun¬ 
kirk,  New  York,  Docket  No.  13886,  File 
No.  BP-13300;  for  construction  permits. 

On  the  basis  of  agreements  reached  at 
a  pre-hearing  conference  held  on  Feb¬ 
ruary  16,  1961,  in  the  above-entitled 
proceeding:  It  is  ordered.  This  17th  day 
of  February  1961,  that  the  following 
procedural  steps  will  govern  future 
course  of  hearing: 

Broadcast  Bureau  will  notify  parties  of  any 
additional  data  they  require:  February  28. 
1961. 

Deadline  for  parties  to  ftunish  data  re¬ 
quested  by  Broadcast  Bureau:  March  14, 
1961. 

Hearing:  March  24, 1961. 

Released:  February  20,  1961. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[P.R.  Doc.  61-1674;  PUed,  Feb.  24,  1961; 
8:51  a.m.] 


[Docket  Nos.  13958,  13959;  PCC  61-216] 

ROBERT  F.  NEATHERY  AND  RADIO 
COMPANY  OF  TEXAS  COUNTY 

Order  Designating  Applications  for 
Consolidated  Hearing  'on  Stated 
Issues 

In  re  applications  of  Robert  F. 
Neathery,  Houston,  Missouri,  requests: 
1250  kc.  500  w.  Day,  Docket  No.  13958, 
File  No.  BP-12913;  W.  R.  McKnight, 
Nolan  Hutcheson,  Raymond  E.  Duff, 
S.  E.  Ferguson,  Maurice  W.  Covert,  Wm. 
H.  Duff,  A.  W.  Roffe,  Chester  S.  Sieloff, 
d/b  as  Radio  Company  of  Texas  County, 
Houston,  Missouri,  requests:  1250  kc,  500 
w.  Day,  Docket  No.  13959,  File  No.  BP- 
14108;  for  construction  permits. 

At  a  session  of  the  Federal  Communi¬ 
cations  Commission  held  at  its  offices  in 
Washington,  D.C.,  on  the  15th  day  of 
February  1961; 

The  Commission  having  under  con¬ 
sideration  the  above-captioned  and  de¬ 
scribed  applications; 

It  further  appearing,  that  except  as 
indicated  by  the  issues  specified  below. 
Radio  Company  of  Texas  County  is 
legally,  technically,  financially,  and 
otherwise  qualified  to  construct  and 
operate  its  instant  proposal  and  Robert 
F.  Nekthery  is  technically  and  legally 
qualified  but  may  not  be  financially  and 


otherwise  qualified  as  indicated  below; 
and 

It  further  appearing  that  the  Com¬ 
mission  in  prehearing  letters  dated 
August  29. 1960.  and  Sept^ber  28. 1960, 
and  incorporated  herein  by  reference, 
notified  the  instant  applicants,  and  any 
other  known  parties  in  interest,  of  the 
grounds  and  reasons  for  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  inability  to  make  a  finding  that  a 
grant  of  any  one  of  the  £q;>plications 
would  serve  the  public  interest,  con¬ 
venience,  and  necessity;  and  that  copies 
of  the  aforementioned  letters  are  avail¬ 
able  for  public  inspection  at  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  offices;  and 
It  further  appearing  that  by  Com¬ 
mission  letter  of  August  29.  1960,  Robert 
F.  Neathery  was  informed  that  the  esti¬ 
mated  cost  of  his  prcqposed  station  was 
considerably  less  than  the  average  cost 
of  such  stations  and  that  the  estimated 
costs  did  not  appear  to  include  many 
costs  normally  expected,  such  as  installa¬ 
tion  of  equiixnent.  labor,  etc.,  that  a  de¬ 
ferred  credit  agreement  must  be  sub¬ 
mitted  if  equijMnent  was  to  be  acquired 
on  credit,  and  that  his  financial  show¬ 
ing  did  not  include  provi^on  for  meeting 
obligations  in  connection  with  other 
pending  applications  (file  Nos.  BP-12320  . 
and  BP-13597)'  for  new  stations  now  on 
file,  and,  by  letter  received  Septonber  19, 
I960.  Mr.  Neathery  replied  only  that  he 
considered  his  estimated  cost  adequate 
for  the  location  in  which  he  proposes  to 
build  his  station  and,  that,  therefore,  it 
appears  that  more  information  is  neces¬ 
sary  in  order  to  pass  upon  the  fipancial 
qualifications  of  this  applicant;  and 
It  further  appearing  that  by  Commis¬ 
sion  letter  of  September  28, 1960,  Robert 
F.  Neathery  was  advised  that  the  instant 
proposal  for  Houston,  Missouri,  would 
provide  service  to  Willow  Springs.  Mis¬ 
souri,  and  that  the  proposed  operation 
of  KUKU  (since  granted.  December  7,, 
1960)  might  serve  Houston,  and  that,  by 
letter  received  October  17,  1960,  Mr. 
Neathery  stated  that  groimd  conduc¬ 
tivity  was  substantially  lower  in  the  area 
than  the  figures  shown  on  Commission 
conductivity  map  ^d  that  numerous 
field  stren^h  measurements  have  been 
made  to  substantiate  this  position,  but 
that,  measurements  present^  on  file  with 
this  application  and  the  Willow  Springs 
application  do  not  substantiate  this  posi¬ 
tion  and  that,  therefore,  a  hearing  is 
necessary  to  determine  whether  the  in¬ 
stant  proposal  of  Mr.  Neathery  is  in  con¬ 
travention  of  §  3.25(a)  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion  rules;  and 

It  further  appearing  that  after  consid¬ 
eration  of  the  foregoing  and  the  appli¬ 
cants’  replies,  the  Commission  is  still 
unable  to  make  the  statutory  finding 
that  a  grant  of  the  applications  would 
serve  the  public  interest,  convenience, 
and  necessity;  and  is  of  the  opinion  that 
the  applications  must  be  designated  for 
hearing  in  a  consolidated  proceeding  on 
the  issues  specified  below; 

It  is  ordered.  That,  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tion  309(e)  of  the  Communications  Act 
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of  1934,  as  amended,  the  instant  appli¬ 
cations  are  designated  for  hearing  in  a 
consolidated  proceeding,  at*  a  time  and 
place  to  be'  specified  in  a  subsequent 
Order,  upon  the  following  issues: 

1.  To  determine  the  areas  and  popu¬ 
lations  which  would  receive  primary 
service  from  each  of  the  instant  pro¬ 
posals  and  the  availability  of  other 
primary  service  to  such  areas  and 
populations.' 

2.  To  determine  the  nature  and  extent 
of  the  interference,  if  any,  that  each  of 
the  instant  proposal  would  cause  to  and 
receive  from  each  other  and  the  inter¬ 
ference  that  each  of  the  instant  pro¬ 
posals  would  receive  from  all  other 
existing  standard  broadcast  stations,  the 
areas  and  populations  effected  thereby, 
and  the  availability  of  other  primary 
service  to  the  areas  and  populations  af¬ 
fected  by  interference  from  any  of  the 
instant  proposals. 

3.  To  determine  whether  the  proposal 
of  each  of  the  instant  applicants  would 
cause  objectionable  interference  to  Sta¬ 
tion  KQBX,  Springfield,  Missouri,  or  any 
other  existing  standard  broadcast  sta¬ 
tions,  and,  if  so,  the  nature  and  extent 
thereof,  the  areas  and  populations  af- 

.  fected  thereby,  and  the  availability  of 
other  primary  service  to  such  areas  and 
populations. 

4.  To  determine  whether  a  grant  of  the 
instant  proposal  of  Robert  F.  Neathery 
would  be  in  contravention  of  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  §  3.35(a)  of  the  Commission 
rules  with  respect  to  multiple  ownership 
of  standard  broadcast  stations. 

5.  To  determine  whether  Robert  F. 
Neathery  is  financially  qualified  to  con¬ 
struct  and  operate  his  proposed  station. 

6.  To  determine,  on  a  comparative 
basis,  which  of  the  instant  proposals 
would  better  serve  the  public  interest, 
convenience  and  necessity  in  light  of  the 
evidence  adduced  pursuant  to  the  fore¬ 
going  issues  and  the  record  made  with 
respect  to  the  significant  differences  be¬ 
tween  the  applicants  as  to; 

(a)  Hie  b^kground  and  experience  of 
each  having  a  bearing  on  the  applicant’s 
ability  to  own  and  operate  its  proposed 
station. 

(b)  The  proposals  of  each  of  the  ap¬ 
plicants  with  respect  to  the  manage¬ 
ments  and  operation  of  the  proposed 
station. 

(c)  The  programming  service  proposed 
in  each  of  the  said  applications. 

7.  To  determine,  in  the  light  of  the 
evidence  adduced  pursuant  to  the  fore¬ 
going  issues,  which,  if,  either,  of  the  in¬ 
stant  applications  should  be  granted. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  Springfield 
Broadcasting  Co.,  licensee  of  Station 
KQBX,  Springfield,  Missouri,  is  made  a 
party  to  the  proceeding. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That,  to  avail 
themselves  of  the  opportunity  to  be 
heard,  the  applicants  and  the  respond¬ 
ent,  pursuant  to  S  1.140  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion  rules,  in  person  or  by  attorney,  shall, 
within  20  days  of  the  mailing  of  this 


• 

order,  file  with  the  C(»nmission  in  tripli¬ 
cate  a  written  appearance  stating  an 
intention  to  appear  on  the  date  fixed  for 
the  hearing  and  present  evidence  on  the 
issues  specified  in  this  order. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  issues 
in  the  above-captioned  proceeding  may 
be  enlarged  by  the  Examiner,  on  his  own 
motion  or  on  petition  properly  filed  by 
a  party  to  the  proceeding,  and  upon  suf¬ 
ficient  allegations  of  fact  in  support 
thereof,  by  the  addition  of  the  following 
issue:  To  determine  whether  the  funds 
available  to  the  applicant  will  give  rea¬ 
sonable  assurance  that  the  proposals 
set  forth  in  the  application  will  be 
effectuated. 

Released:  February  21,  1961. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Acting  Secretary. 

|F.R.  Doc.  61-1675;  Piled.  Peb.  24,  1961; 
8:51  a.m.] 

SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

[Pile  No.  31-557] 

ARKLAHOMA  CORP.  ET  AL. 

Notice  of  Filing  for  a  Determination  of 
Status  and  Order  for  Hearing 

February  16,  1961. 

In  the  matter  of  Arklahoma  Corpora¬ 
tion,  Southwestern  Electric  Company, 
Central  and  South  West  Corporation, 
File  No.  31-557. 

Notice  is '  hereby  given  that  Cen¬ 
tral  and  South  West  Corporation  (“Cen¬ 
tral  and  South  West’’) ,  a  Delaware 
corporation  and  a  registered  holding 
company;  its  electric-utility  subsidiary 
company.  Southwestern  Electric  Com¬ 
pany  (“Southwestern”) ,  also  a  Delaware 
corporation;  and  Arklahoma  Corpora¬ 
tion  (“Arklahoma”),  an  Arkansas  cor¬ 
poration  whose  offices  are  located  in 
Little  Rock,  Arkansas,  have  filed  a  joint 
application  with  this  Commission  for  a 
determination  of  status  under  sections 
2(a)(7)  and  2(a)(8)  of  the  Public 
Utility  Holding  Company  Act  of  1935 
(“Act”) . 

All  interested  persons  are  referred  to 
the  joint  application  on  file  at  the  of¬ 
fice  of  the  Commission  for  a  statement 
of  the  grounds  of  the  application  and 
the  facts  submitted  in  support  thereof, 
which  are  summarized  as  follows: 

Southwestern  is  an  electric-utility 
company  operating  in  Arkansas  and 
Oklahoma.  Arklahoma  is  an  electric 
transmission  company  all  of  whose  facil¬ 
ities  are  located  in  Arkansas  and  Okla¬ 
homa.  Southwestern  owns  32  percent 
of  the  capital  stock  of  Arklahoma. 
Arkansas  Power  &  Light  Company 
(“Arkansas”)  and  Oklahoma  Qas  and 
Electric  Company  (“Oklahoma”),  nei¬ 


ther  of  which  is  affiliated  with  South¬ 
western  or  with  each  other,  each  own* 

34  percent  of  Arklahoma’s  capital  stock 
Arklahoma’s  only  physical  asset  is  an 
electric  transmission  line  which  is  em¬ 
ployed  to  exchange  firm  and  economy 
energy  among  the  three  stockholder 
companies  and  each  of  the  stockholder 
companies  hold  a  lease,  terminating  in 
1977,  ,on  the  line.  The  line  is  alw  sub¬ 
ject  to  $2,288,000  principal  amovmt,  as  at 
December  31,  1959,  of  first  mortgage 
bonds  due  1977. 

Arklahoma  requests  a  determination 
pursuant  to'section  2(a)(8)  of  the  Act 
that  it  is  not  a  subsidiary  company  as  to 
Southwestern.  Southwestern  requests  a 
determination  pursuant  to  section  2(a) 
(7)  of  the  Act  that  if  is  not  a  holding 
company  as  to  Arklahoma,  and  Central 
and  South  West  Corporation,  the  owner 
of  100  percent  of  the  common  (voting) 
stock  of  Southwestern  and  a  registered 
holding  company  as  to  Southwestern  by 
virtue  of  that  fact,  has  joined  in  the 
application  to  request  a  determination 
imder  section  2(a)  (7)  that  it  also  is  not 
a  holding  company  as  to  Arklahoma. 

It  appearing  to  the  Commission  that 
it  is  appropriate  in  the  public  interest 
and  the  interest  of  investors  and  con¬ 
sumers  that  a  public  hearing  be  held 
with  respect  to  the  joint  application  for 
a  determination  of  status  under  section 
2(a)  (7)  and  2(a)  (8)  of  the  Act  and  that 
such  joint  application  should  not  be 
granted  except  pursuant  to  further  order 
of  the  Commission; 

It  is  ordered.  That  a  hearing  be  held 
on  April  13,  1961,  at  10:00  a.m.  at  the 
offices  of  the  Commission,  425  Second 
Street  NW.,  Washington  25,  D.C.,  in  such 
room  as  may  be  designated  on  that  date 
by  the  hearing  room  clerk.  Any  person 
desiring  to  be  heard  in  connection  with 
these  proceedings  or  proposing  to  inter¬ 
vene  therein  shall  file  with  the  Secretary 
of  the  Commission,  on  or  before  March 
31, 1961,  a  written  request  relative  there¬ 
to  as  provided  in  Rule  9  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  of  practice. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  William  W. 
Swift  or  any  other  officer  or  officers  of 
the  Commission  designated  by  it  shall 
preside  at  the  hearing  in  such  matter. 
The  officer  so  designated  to  preside  at 
any  such  hearing  is  hereby  authorized  to 
exercise  all  the  powers  granted  to  the 
Commission  under  section  18(c)  of  said 
Act  and  to  a  hearing  officer  under  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice. 

'The  Division  of  Corporate  Regulation 
has  advised  the  Commission  that  it 
appears  to  the  Division  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  matters  and  questions  are  presented 
for  consideration,  without  prejudice  to 
the  specification  by  the  Commission  of 
additional  matters  and  questions  upon 
appropriate  request  by  any  interested 
person. 

1.  Whether  Southwestern  (a)  does 
not,  either  alone  or  pursuant  to  an 
arrangement  or  understanding  with  one 
or  more  other  persons  control  Arkla¬ 
homa;  and  (b)  is  not  an  intermediary 
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company  through  which  such  control  Is 
exercised,  and  (c)  does  not  exercise 
(either  alone  or  pursuant  to  an  arrange¬ 
ment  or  understanding  with  one  or  more 
other  persons)  such  a  controlling  influ¬ 
ence  over  the  management  or  policies  of 
Arklahoma  as  to  make  it  necessary  or 
appropriate  in  the  public  interest  or  for 
tbe  protection  of  investors  or  consumers 
that  Southwestern  be  subject  to  the 
obligations,  duties,  and  liabilities  im¬ 
posed  by  the  Act  upon  holding  com¬ 
panies. 

2.  Whether  Central  and  South  West 
does  not  (a)  either  alone  or  pursuant  to 
an  arrangement  or  understanding  with 
one  or  more  other  persons  control  Arkla- 
homa  eitiier  through  one  or  more  inter¬ 
mediary  persons  or  by  any  means  or 
device  whatsoever  and  (b)  directly  or 
inirectly,  exercise  (either  alone  or  pur¬ 
suant  to  an  arrangement  or  understand¬ 
ing  with  one  or  more  other  persons) 
such  a  controlling,  influence  over  the 
management  or  policies  of  Arklahoma 
as  to  make  it  necessary  or  appropriate 
in  the  public  interest  or  for  the  protec¬ 
tion  of  investors  or  consumers  that  Cen¬ 
tral  and  South  West  be  subject  to  the 
obligations,  duties,  and  liabilities  im¬ 
posed  upon  holding  companies  by  the 
Act. 

3.  Whether  (a)  Arklahoma  is  not  con¬ 
trolled,  directly  or  indirectly,  by  South¬ 
western  (either  alone  or  pursuant  to  an 
arrangement  or  understanding  with  one 
or  more  other  persons),  and  (b)  the 
management  or  pdlicies  of  Arklahoma 
are  not  subject  to  a  controlling  influence, 
directly  or  indirectly,  by  Southwestern 
(either  alone  or  pursuant  to  an  arrang- 
ment  or  understanding  with  one  or  more 
other  persons)  so  as  to  make  it  necessary 
or  appropriate  in  the  public  interest  or 
for  the  protection  of  investors  or  con¬ 
sumers  that  the  applicant  be  subject  to 
the  obligations,  duties,  and  liabilities 
imposed  upon  subsidiary  companies  of 
holding  companies  by  the  Act. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  jurisdiction 
be,  and  it  hereby  is,  reserved  to  separate, 
in  whole  or  in  part,  either  for  hearing  or 
for  disposition,  any  issues  or  questions 
which  may  arise  in  this  proceeding  and 
to  take  such  other  action  as  may  appear 
conducive  to  an  orderly,  prompt,  and 
economical  disposition  of  the  matters 
involved. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  notice  of 
this  action  taken  herein  shall  be  given 
by  registered  mail  to  Arklahoma,  South¬ 
western,  and  Central  and  South  West; 
and  that  notice  shall  be  given  to  all 
other  persons  by  publication  of  this  no¬ 
tice  and  order  in  the  Federal  Register, 
and  that  a  general  release  of  the  Com¬ 
mission  in  respect  of  this  notice  and 
order  shall  be  distributed  to  the  press 
and  mailed  to  the  persons  on  the  mailing 
list  of  the  Commission  for  releases  under 
the  Act. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Orval  L.  DuBois, 

Secretary. 

[P-R.  Doc.  61-1640;  Piled,  Feb.  24,  1961; 

8:47  a.m.l 


[File  No.  24W-2420] 

CUSTER  CHANNEL  WING  CORP. 
Notice  and  Order  for  Hearing 

February  20, 1961. 

I.  Custer  Channel  Wing  Corporation, 
a  Maryland  corporation,  with  its  princi¬ 
pal  oflices  located  at  1905  West  Washing¬ 
ton  Street,  Hagerstown,  Maryland,  filed 
with  the  Commission  on  August  8,  1960, 
a  notification  on  Form  1-A  and  an  offer¬ 
ing  circular  pertaining  to  a  proposed 
offering  by  the  issuer  of  461,700  shares  of 
its  5  cent  par  value  Class  B  non-voting 
common  stock  at  50  cents  per  share  for 
the  purpose  of  obtaining  an  exemption 
from  the  registration  requirements  of 
the  Securities  Act  of  1933,  as  amended, 
pursuant  to  section  3(b)  thereof  and 
Regulation  A  promulgated  thereunder. 

II.  The  Commission  on  December  29, 
1960  issued  an  order  pursuant  to  Rule 
261  of  the  General  Rules  and  Regula¬ 
tions  under  the  Securities  Act  of  1933, 
as  amended,  temporarily  suspending  the 
exemption  under  Regulation  A  and 
affording  to  any  person  having  an  inter¬ 
est  therein  an  opportunity  to  request  a 
hearing  pursuant  to  Rule  261.  A  written 
request  for  hearing  was  received  by  the 
Commission. 

The  Commission  deeming  it  necessary 
and  appropriate  to  determine  whether 
to  vacate  the  temporary  suspension  order 
or  to  enter  an  order  permanently  sus¬ 
pending  the  exemption. 

It  is  hereby  ordered.  That  a  hearing 
under  the  applicable  provisions  under 
the  Securities  Act  of  1933,  as  amended, 
and  the  rules  of  the  Commission  be  held 
at  the  Main  Office  of  the  Commission, 
425  Second  Street  NW.,  Washington  25, 
D.C.,  at  10:00  am.,  e.s.t.,  April  25,  1961, 
with  respect  to  the  following  matters 
and  questions,  wtihout  prejudice,  how¬ 
ever,  to  the  specification  of  additional 
issues  which  may  be  presented  in  these 
proceedings: 

A.  Whether  Regulation  A  is  unavail¬ 
able  in  that  the  aggregate  offering  price 
of  the  securities  to  be  offered,  as  com¬ 
puted  in  accordance  with  Rule  253  and 
Rule  254,  will  exceed  $300,000. 

B.  Whether  the  offering  circular  con¬ 
tains  false  and  misleading  statements  as 
to  material  facts  and  omits  to  state 
material  facts  necessary  in  order  to  make 
the  statements  made,  to  light  of  the 
circumstances  imder  ^^ich  they  are 
made,  not  misleading,  particularly  with 
respect  to: 

1.  The  statement  that  the  business  of 
the  corporation  is  the  development, 
manufacture  and  marketing  of  aircraft 
embodying  a  new  form  of  wing  design; 

2.  The  reference  to  the  wing  design 
as  “new”  when  in  fact  it  has  been  pro¬ 
posed  and  under  development  since  1939 
or  1940; 

3.  The  failure  to  point  out  that  the 
proposed  aircraft  has  been  under  devel¬ 
opment  by  the  issuer,  its  predecessors 
and  subsidiaries  for  more  than  fifteen 
years,  and  to  furnish  the  history  of  such 
development  to  reasonable  detail; 

4.  Tlie  failure  to  disclose  that  during 
the  fifteen-year  period  substantial  sums 


aggregating  several  hundred  thousand 
dollars  were  raised  through  the  sale  of 
securities; 

5.  The  failure  to  indicate  how  such 
sums  were  expended  and  the  reasons 
why  such  expenditures  have  not  yet 
resulted  in  a  fully  developed  and  salable 
aircraft; 

6.  The  failure  to  describe  the  patents 
pertaining  to  the  wing  and  to  furnish 
the  expiration  dates  thereof; 

7.  The  failure  to  disclose  that  prior 
applications  filed  with  the  predecessor 
of  the  Federal  Aviation  Agency  to  March 
1953  and  June  1954  were  not  completed 
and  have  since  been  abandoned; 

8.  The  failure  to  furnish  an  estimate 
of  the  amount  which  would  be.  required 
to  file,  process  and  obtain  an  Approved 
Type  Certificate,  for  the  aircraft  prop- 
posed  to  be  manufactured,  from  the 
Federal  Aviation  Agency; 

9.  The  statement  that  the  estimated 
cost  of  flight  testing  and  revising  and 
completing  engineering  drawings  is  in 
the  amounts  of  $5,000  and  $15,000, 
respectively; 

10.  The  statement  that  the  break-even 
point  will  be  reached  at  approximately 
the  fifteenth  aircraft  produced; 

11.  The  statement  that  the  company 
has  “firm”  orders  for  twenty  aircraft; 

12.  The  statement  that  the  amount  of 
$208,850  will  be  enough  to  commence 
actual  manufacture  of  aircraft  to  fill 
outstanding  orders; 

13.  The  failure  to  describe  the  issuer’s 
previous  unsuccessful  efforts  to  market 
the  aircraft,  particularly  to  the  military; 

14.  The  failure  to  point  out  that  the 
aircraft  has  been  demonstrated  to  the 
military  and  that  no  interest  was  shown 
or  orders  obtained; 

15.  The  failure  to  disclose  that  the 
market  price  of  the  Class  B  Stock  is  sub¬ 
stantially  lower  than  the  public  offering 
price; 

16.  The  failure  to  provide  financial 
statements  in  the  offering  circular  which 
were  prepared  to  accordance  with  gen¬ 
erally  accepted  accounting  principals. 

C.  Whether  the  terms  and  conditions 
of  Regulation  A  have  not  been  complied 
with  in  that: 

1.  'The  notification  on  Form  1-A  fails 
to  disclose  that  Willard  R.  Custer,  presi¬ 
dent  of  the  issuer,  was  an  affiliate  and 
was  the  beneficial  owntar  of  more  than  10 
percent  of  issued  and  outstanding  se¬ 
curities  pursuant  to  Item  2(b)  and  Item 
2(c) ; 

2.  The  failure  to  disclose  the  specific 
jurisdictions  in  which  the  offering  will 
be  made  as  required  by  Item  8(c)  of  the 
notification; 

3.  The  failure  to  furnish  the  ex¬ 
hibits  required  by  Item  11(a)  of  the 
notification. 

D.  Whether  the  offering  would  be 
made  in  violation  of  section  17(a)  of  the 

'  Securities  Act  of  1933,  as  amended. 

ni.  It  is  further  ordered.  That  Wil¬ 
liam  W.  Swift  or  any  officer  or  officers  of 
the  Commission  designated  by  it  for  that 
purpose  shall  preside  at  the  hearing; 
that  any  officer  or  officers  so  designated 
to  preside  at  any  such  hearing  are  here¬ 
by  authorized  to  exercise  all  the  power 
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granted  to  the  Commission  under  sec¬ 
tions  19(b),  21  and  22(c)  of  the  Securi¬ 
ties  Act  of  1933,  as  amended,  and  to 
hearing  officers  imder  the  Commission's 
rules  of  practice. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  the  Commission  shall  serve  a 
copy  of  this  order  by  registered  mail  to 
(Z^ister  Channel  Wing  Corporation;  that 
notice  of  the  entering  of  this  order  shall 
be  given  to  all  persons  by  general  re¬ 
lease  of  the  Commission  and  by  publica¬ 
tion  in  the  Federal  Register.  Any  per¬ 
son  who  desires  to  be  heard  or  otherwise 
wishes  to  participate  in  the  hearing  shall 
file  with  the  Secretary  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion  on  or  before  April  23, 1961  a  request 
relative  thereto  as  provided  in  Rule  9(c) 
of  the  Commission's  rules  of  practice. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Orval  L.  DuBois, 

Secretary. 

[FJl.  Doc.  61-1641;  Piled,  Peb.  24,  1961; 

8:47  aon.] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs 

[Bureau  Order  651,  Arndt.  68] 

LEASES  OR  SALES  OF  UNRESTRICTED 
INDIAN  LAND  TO  OR  FROM  INDIAN 
EMPLOYEES  OF  U.S.  GOVERNMENT 

Redelegation  of  Authority 

Order  No.  551,  as  amended,  is  further 
amended  by  adding  a  new  section  imder 
the  headi^  "Functions  Relating  to 
Trading  With  Indians"  to  read  as 
follows: 

Ssa  172.  Leases  or  sales  of  restricted 
Indian  land  to  or  from  Indian  employees 
of  the  United  States  Government.  Waiv¬ 
ing  of  requirement  of  sealed  bids  pur¬ 
suant  to  25  CFR  251.5(C) . 

H.  Rex  Lee, 
Deputy  Commissioner. 

February  15,  1961. 

[PB.  Doc.  61-1636;  Filed,  Feb.  24,  1961; 
8:45  a.m.] 

Geological  Survey 

[Survey  Order  214;  Arndt.  1] 

REDELEGATION  OF  AUTHORITY  TO 
ENTER  INTO  CONTRACTS 

February,  17, 1961. 

Survey  Order  214,  July  30,  1959  (24 
F.R.  6318)  is  amended  as  follows: 

Category  (6)  is  added  to  that  order  as 
follows: 

(6)  With  respect  to  contracts  for  test 
drilling  and  construction  not  exceeding 
$1,000,  to: 

Heads  of  Field  Offices, 

Water  Resources  Division. 

Arthur  A.  Baker, 

Acting  Director. 

[F.R.  Doc.  61-1639;  Filed,  Feb.  24,  1961; 
8:47  am.] 


Office  of  the  Secretary 

CATAWBA  INDIAN  TRIBE  OF  SOUTH  CAROLINA 
Notice  of  Final  Membership  Roll 

Pursuant  to  section  1  of  the  Act  of  September  21,  1959  (73  Stat.  592),  there  la 
listed  below  the  final  roll  of  the  members  of  the  Catawba  Indian  Tribe  of  Soiiti? 
Carolina  who  were  living  on  July  2, 1960.  ^ 

There  were  no  appeals  filed  with  the  Secretary  contesting  the  inclusion  or  omis 
Sion  of  the  name  of  any  person  on  or  from  the  proposed  roll  of  the  'Ti-ibe  as  prem^^ 
and  displayed. 


February  7,  1961 


John  A.  Carver,  jr.. 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 


Fi.n'ai.  Roll  of  the  C.at.awba  Indian  Tribe  of  South  Carolina 
Prepared  pursuant  to  the  Act  ot  Sept.  21, 1959  (73  Stat.  692) 


Final  Pro-  1943 
posed 


Date  of  Remark»-Naim 
birth  and  roll  No.  of 
parent  on  1948  roll 


112  Adams,  Clarence  Roddey.  339  Park  Ave.,  Rock  Hill,  M 

S.C. 

2  2  Adams,  Dewey  Lee . do .  M 

3  3  1  Adams,  Franklyn  Doug-  . do .  M 

las. 

4  4  Adams,  James  Robert . do .  M 

5  6  Adams,  Jane  Carol . do .  F 

6  6  6  Adams,  Mammle . do .  F 

7  7  3  Adams,  Margaret  Jose-  . do .  F 

pbine. 

8  8  4  Adams,  Nelson  Judson . do .  M 

9  9  Ayers,  Avery  Stuart .  Route  3,  Box  224,  Rock  M 

Hill,  S.C. 


10  10 
11  11 


13  13 

14  14 


16  16 

17  17 

18  18 

19  19 

20  20 

21  21 


23  23 

24  24 


26  26 

27  27 

28  28 

29  29 

30  80 

31  31 

32  32 

33  33 

34  34 

35  36 

36  36 

37  37 


6  Ayers,  Claude  Kenneth...  6  Pitts  Avc.,  Rock  Hill, 
S.C. 

...  Ayers,  Debra  Kay . do . 


_  Ayers,  Ernest,  Jr .  302  Flat  Rock  St.,  Clover, 

S.C. 

8  Ayers,  Ernest  Wade . do . 

10  Ayers,  Hazel  Ervin .  Route  3,  Box  224,  Rock 

Hill,  S.C. 

_  Ayers,  Jane  Dilling .  302  Flat  Rock  St.,  Clover, 

S.C. 

12  Ayers,  John .  Route  1,  Catawba,  S.C _ 

_  Ayers,  Johnny  Nelson. . do . 

_  Ayers,  MarUjm  Ann . do . 


Ayers,  Ralph  Lewis . . do...„ .  M 


ii  Ayers,  Robert  Heber .  Route"3,Sock  HIU,  S.C  .. 

_  Ayers,  Roger  Dale .  Box  686,  Blacksburg,  S.C. 


260  Ayers,  Sarah  Lee  Sanders.  Route  3,  Box  224,  Rock 

HUl,  S.C. 

.  Ayers,  Vivian  Marie .  Route  1,  Catawba,  8.C.... 

.  Ayers,  William  Frell,  Jr...  Box  685,  Blacksburg,  S.C. 

9  Ayers,  William  Frell  . do . 

(Fred). 

.  Beck,  DoimaB . .  Route  8,  Rock  Hill,  S.C... 

.  Beck,  Duane  Early .  1726Nlcnolson  Ave.,Rock 

HUl,  S.C. 

14  Beck,  Eugene,  Jr . do . 

15  Beck,  Eugene . do . ...... 


16  Beck,  Fisher  Buck,  Jr _  Route  8,  Rock  HUl,  8.6 _  M 

17  Beck,  Gerald  Leon . do .  M 

18  Beck,  Helen. . do .  F 

_  Beck,  John  C . do .  M 


19  Bteck,  LiUie . do .  F 

21  Beck,  Lulla  8 . do .  F 

23  Beck,  PhyUis . do . . .  F 

_  Beck,  Ronald  Lee .  1726  Nicholson  Ave.,  M 

Rock  HUl,  S.C. 

_  Beck,  Roderick  Nell .  4(oute3,  Rock  HUl,  S.C _  M 


39  39  25  Beck,  SaUie .  Route  8,  Box  211,  Rock  F 

Hill  8  C 

40  40  27  Beck,  Samuel  John .  Route’3,  Rock  HUl,  S.C...  M 

41  41  Beck,  Samuel  Mitchell . do .  M 

42  42  .  Beck,  Sandra  Marlene _  1726 Nicholson  Ave.,  Rock  F 

HIU,  S.C. 

43  43  Beck,  Shasta  Ilenc .  Route  3,  Rock  Hill,  S.C...  F 

44  44  Beck,  Tommy  Rae .  1726 Nicholson  .\ve..  Rock  M 

HiU  8  C 

45  46  22  Beck,  W.H.  (Major,  Jr.)..  Route’ 8,  Rock  Hill,  S.C...  M 

46  46  35  Blue,  Andrew  Gene . do .  M 

47  47  29  Blue,  Arnold .  Route  3,  Box  223,  Rock  M 

HUl,  S.C. 

48  48  Blue,  Arnold,  Jr . do .  M 

49  49  166  Blue,  Betty  Lou  Harris . do . F 

50  60  82  Blue,  Bobby  Everette .  871  McNair  St.,  Rock  Hill,  M 

8.0. 


6-24-49  Adams,  Mammle- 

8. 


11-10-40 

8-27-47  Ayers,  Sarah  Lei 
Sanders— 280,  and 
Ayers,  Haiel  Er¬ 
vin— 10. 

6—  8—30 

6-16-67  Ayers,  Claude  Ken¬ 
neth— 6. 

6-  9-86  Ayers,  Erdest 
wade— 8. 

8-12-27 

1-27-24 


11-27-22 

1-81-63 

9- 28-59 
11-16-65 

10-  6-01 
4-22-59 


10-29-61 

10-31-47 


8-21-43 
7-80-20 
6-  6-27 
1-  7-48 

12-  6-20 
3-12-67 

12-  6-41 
6-  3-05 
1-28-40 
1-12-47 


Ayers,  John— 12. 
Do. 

Do. 

Ayers,  Fred  (Wll* 
11am  Frell)-9. 


Ayers,  John-12. 
Ayers,  Fred  (Wil¬ 
liam  FreU)-9. 


Beck,  LUlle— 19. 
Beck,  Eugene— 16. 


Beck,  W.  H. 
(Major,  Jr.)— 22: 


Beck,  Eugene— 18. 

Beck,  Helen— 18, 
and  Beck,  Samuel 
John— 27. 


2-12-16 

1-  3-44  Do. 

9-24-48  Beck,  Eugene— 18. 

1-22-50  Beck,  Helen-18, 
and  Beck,  Samoli 
John— 27. 

4-26-58  Beck,  Eugene-18. 

9-27-29 

7-20-38 

6-9-46  Bluc,LUllanHarrli- 
184,  and  Blue, 
Arnold— 29. 

6-  9-46  Do. 
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Final  Roll  of  thi  Catawba  Indian  Tribe  of  Sooth  Carolina — Continued 


BoU  No.  1 

1 

Name 

Address 

Sex 

Date  of 
birth 

Remarks— Name 
and  roll  No.  of 
parent  on  1943  roll 

Final 

Pro¬ 

posed 

1943 

593 

589 

280 

Wade,  Edith  Frances . 

Route  3,  Box  214,  Rock 

F 

2-28-24 

HiU,  S.C. 

584 

590 

167 

Wade,  Florence  R.  Harris. 

Route  3,  Rock  Hill,  S.C... 

F 

4-28-22 

505 

501 

. do . 

F 

11-  5-49 

Wade,  Bella 

(Esmerllia)— 279, 

and  Wade, 

Florence  R. 

Harris— 167. 

596 

592 

Wade,  Qlen  Hampton . 

Waughtown  P.O.,  Win- 

M 

2-27-47 

Wade,  W'illlain 

ston  Salem,  N.C. 

Perry— 284. 

597 

503 

281 

Wade,  Horace  Gary . 

Route  3,  Box  214,  Rock 

M 

9-24-22 

Hill,  S.C. 

698 

594 

Wade,  Horace  Qarv,  Jr _ 

. do . 

M 

11-21-44 

W'ade,  Horace 

Gary— 281,  and 

W'ade,  Edith  F. 

Canty— 280. 

500 

595 

Wade,  Joy  Mardine . 

Route  3.  Rock  Hill,  S.C... 

F 

7-15-54 

W'ade,  Rella 

(EsmerUia)— 279, 

and  Wade,  Flor- 

ence  R.  Harris— 

167. 

600 

596 

Wade,  Michael  Orege...'. 

Route  3,  Box  214,  Rock 

M 

4-27-47 

Wade,  Horace 

HiU,  S.C. 

Gary— 281,  and 

W'^e,  Edith  F. 

Canty— 280. 

601 

507 

279 

Wade,  Rella  (Esmerllia).. 

Route  3,  Rock  Hill,  S.C... 

M 

9-  4-17 

602 

508 

282 

. do . 

F 

4-28-95 

603 

599 

283 

Wadei  Sherry  Geraldine.. 

Route  3,  Box  214,  Rock 

F 

12-  8-42 

Hill,  8.0. 

604 

600 

284 

Wade,  William  Perry . 

Route  3,  Rock  Hill,  S.C... 

M 

7-19-27 

605 

601 

Wade,  William  Perry,  Jr.. 

W’aughtown  P.O.,  Win- 

M 

2-  1-53 

Wade,  W  iUiam 

ston  Salem,  N.C. 

Perry— 284. 

606 

602 

Warner,  Cheryl  Ann . 

429  Beitler  St.  NE.,  New 

F 

6-26-46 

W'amer,  Cora 

Philadelphia,  Ohio. 

Ethel-286. 

607 

Mn 

286 

F 

10-14-24 

608 

604 

do  _  -  ---  --- 

M 

6-12-44 

Do. 

609 

605 

287 

Watts,  Clifford  O’dell . 

848  Dakin,  Apt.  23,  Chi- 

M 

5-25-23 

cago  13,  ill. 

610 

606 

Watts,  Donna  Lcola . 

60  West  2d  North,  Salt 

F 

2-20-53 

W  atts,  Eula  San- 

Lake  City,  Utah. 

ders— 288,  and 

Watts,  William 

D.— 289. 

611 

607 

Watts,  Edwin  Tjirsnn  , 

do  _  _  _ 

M 

4-12-51 

Do. 

612 

606 

288 

.  .  do  ..  _ 

F 

8-31-19 

• 

613 

609 

..  -  do _  _  ___  _ 

F 

8-  4-44 

Do. 

614 

610 

...do  .  _ _ 

M 

10-10-47 

Do. 

615 

611 

280 

Wefts,  William  D 

,  do ... .  _ .  .  _  _  ...  _  _ 

M 

7-26-20 

616 

612 

200 

.  - .  do  . .  .  _  _  -  _  _ 

M 

11-  1-41 

617 

613 

285 

Route  1,  York,  S.C _ 

M 

5-  5-40 

618 

614 

WiUiford,  Connie  Patricia. 

216  Wood  St.,  Bock  Hill, 

F 

9-25-55 

WiUiford,  Vivian 

S.C. 

Sanders— 264. 

619 

615 

264 

WiUiford,  Vivian  Sanders. 

.  -  do  , ,  _ 

F 

1-31-34 

620 

616 

Wilson,  Donna _ 

1960  Rainey  St.,  Rock 

F 

2-24-56 

Wilson,  Rose 

HiU,  S.C. 

Harris— 201. 

617 

.  . .do  .  .  _  _  _ _ _ 

M 

6-25-59 

Do. 

«» 

618 

do  _ _ _ 

M 

1-  3-64 

Do. 

623 

619 

204 

Wilsonj  Rose  Harris  ,  . 

.  _  do _  _  _ 

F 

4-11-33 

624 

620 

Wilennj  6teve 

M 

10-24-67 

Do. 

625 

621 

208 

Route  3,  Rock  Hill,  S.C _ 

F 

7-30-34 

626 

622 

W'righti  Charlotte  Yvonne. 

1419  Maple  Ave.,  Ports- 

F 

6-  2-44 

Wright,  Mary  Ellul 

mouth,  Va. 

Foxx— 292. 

627 

623 

Wriplit,  T4>wis  A .,  Jr 

._  do _  _  _ 

M 

9-25-53 

Do, 

628 

624 

292 

WM^t',  Mary  Ethel  Foix. 

_ do,  .. 

F 

10-  6-19 

629 

625 

Yatw,  Catherine  Valerie.. 

Route  3,  Box  211,  Rock 

F 

9-29-58 

Yales,  Rachel 

HiU,  S.C. 

Beck— 24. 

630 

626 

do  . . .  .  _ 

F 

9-  9-55 

Do. 

631 

627 

24 

Yatesi  Rachel  Beck . 

F 

10-10-33 

1 

IF.R.  Doc.  61-1204;  Piled,  Peb.  24. 1961;  8:45  a.m.l 


FEDERAL  POWER  COMMISSION 

[Docket  No.  Q-20032  etc.] 

BEN  BOLT  GATHERING  CO.  ET  AL. 

Order  Granting  Severance  and  Fixing 
Date  of  Hearing 

February  17, 1961. 

Ben  Bolt  Gathering  Company,  Docket 
No.  G-20032:  Associated  Oil  &  Gas  Co., 
et  aL,  Docket  No.  G-20058;  Carrl  Oil. 
Operator,  Docket  No.  G-20331;  East 
White  Point  Gathering  Company,  Docket 
No.  0-20355;  Engeo  Gathering  Company. 
Docket  No.  G-20356;  Engeo  Oil  ti  Gas 
Company,  Operator,  Docket  No.  G-20357 ; 
Burdette  Graham,  Operator,  Docket  No. 
0-20360. 

Associated  Oil  &  Gas  Co.,  et  al.  (As¬ 
sociated)  filed  a  motion  in  Docket  No. 
G-20058  on  November  29,  1960,  seeking 


to  have  its  application  in  that  docket 
severed  from  these  consolidated  proceed¬ 
ings  and  disposed  of  under  the  Commis¬ 
sion's  shortened  procedure.  Associated 
proposes  to  sell  natural  gas  produced  in 
Texas  Railroad  District  No.  4  at  16  cents 
per  Mcf  to  Ben  Bolt .  Gathering  Com¬ 
pany  (Ben  Bolt)  which,  in  turn,  proposes 
in  Docket  No.  G-20032  to  resell  said  gas 
at  20  cents  per  Mcf  to  Natural  Gas  Pipe¬ 
line  Company  of  America  (Natural) . 
Natural  is  the  present  prospective  pur¬ 
chaser  of  all  of  the  gsis  involved  in  the 
instant  proceedings  and  will  purchase 
the  same  from  Ben  Bolt. 

In  Support  of  its  motion.  Associated 
states,  inter  alia,  that  the  Commission’s 
Statement  of  General  Policy  No.  61-1  ‘ 
was  issued  on  September  28,  1960,  after 
the  issuance  of  the  notice  consolidating 


1  Now  codified.  See  25  F.R.  13969,  Dec.  30, 
1960. 


and  scheduling  the  above-captionPH 
dockets  for  formal  hearing,  viz  AuelS 
10,  1960,  and  that  said  policy  stateme^ 
providing  an  initial  price  ceiling  of  li 
cents  for  gas  from  Texas  Railroad  Di* 
trict  4,  is  applicable  to  its  application  ' 
In  connection  with  the  present  pro 
ceedings,  it  is  noted  that  the  policy  state' 
ment  provides  an  initial  price  ceiling  of 
18  cents  per  Mcf  at  14.65  psia,  inclusive 
of  tax,  for  gas  produced  and  sold  from 
Texas  Railroad  District  Nos.  2  and  4 
All  of  the  gas  involved  in  these  consoli¬ 
dated  proceedings  is  produced  and  sold 
in  said  District  Nos.  2  and  4.  The  re- 
maining  sales  involved  in  these  proceed^ 
ings,  as  set  forth  in  the  aforesaid  notice 
of  August  10,  1960,  may  be  summarl^ 
for  present  purposes  as  follows: 

1.  Graham  proposes  in  Docket  No 
G-20360  to  sell  gas  at  8.5  cents  per  Mcf 
to  East  White  Point  Gathering  Company 
which,  in  turn,  proposes  to  resell  said  gas 
in  Docket  No.  G-20355  at  13  cents  per 
Mcf  to  Ben  Bolt  which,  in  further  turn, 
proposes  in  Docket  No.  G-20032  to  resell 
said  gas  at  20  cents  per  Mcf  to  Natural 

2.  Engeo  Oil  &  Gas  Company  proposes 
in  Docket  No.  G-20357  to  sell  gas  at  9 
cents  per  Mcf  to  Engeo  Gathering  Com¬ 
pany  which,  in  turn,  proposes  to  resell 
said  gas  in  Docket  No.  G-20356  at  13 
cents  per  Mcf  to  Ben  Bolt  which,  in 
further  turn,  proposes  in  Docket  No. 
G-20032  to  resell  said  gas  at  20  cents  per 
Mcf  to  Natural. 

3.  Carrl  Oil  proposes  in  Docket  No. 
(jr-20331  to  sell  gas  at  15  cents  per  Mcf 
to  Ben  Bolt  which,  in  turn,  proposes  in 
Docket  No.  G-20032  to  resell  said  gas  at 
20  cents  per  Mcf  to  Natural. 

Upon  a  review  of  the  applications,  con¬ 
tracts  and  proposals  involved  in  these 
proceedings,  it  appears  that  the  applica¬ 
tions  of  Graham  (G-20360),  Engeo  Oil 
&  Gas  Company  (G-20357),  Carrl  Oil 
(G-20331)  and  Associated  (G-20058), 
constituting  sales  by  the  producers  of  the 
gas  involved  and  each  being  the  first  iude 
after  production.^  fall  within  the  scope  of 
the  policy  statement  and  are  otherwise 
consonant  therev/ith.  Consequently, 
these  four  applications  may  be  severed 
from  these  consolidated  proceedings  and 
rescheduled  for  consolidated  hearing  and 
disposition  under  the  Commission’s 
shortened  procedure  as  hereinafter  pro¬ 
vided. 

The  Commission  finds ; 

(1)  The  motion  of  Associated  Oil  & 
Gas  Co.,  et  al,  filed  in  Docket  No.  0- 
20058,  seeking  severance  of  said  ai^ll- 
cation  as  hereinbefore  stated,  should  be 
granted  and  the  applications  in  Docket 
Nos.  G-20058,  G-20331,  G-20357  and 
G-20360  should  be  severed  from  the  pro¬ 
ceedings  in  Docket  Nos.  G-20032,  0- 
20355  and  G-20356. 

(2)  The  matters  involved  in  Docket 
Nos.  G-20058.  G-20331.  G-20357  and 
G-20360  being  related,  should  be  considl- 
dated  for  disposition  as  hereinafter 
ordered. 

The  Commission  orders: 

(A)  The  aforesaid  motion  of  Aasod* 
ated  for  severance  is  hereby  granted  and 
the  applications  in  Docket  Nos.  G-20058, 


*  See  Commission  order  Issued  on  Nov.  33, 
1960,  In  Texaco,  Inc.,  et  al.  Docket  No.  O- 
18078,  et  al. 
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Saturday,  February  25,  1961 

„  20331,  Gh-20357  and  G-20360  are  here- 
kT  severed  from  the  proceedings  in 
^et  Nos.  G-20032,  G-20355  and 
G-20356. 

(B)  Pursuant  to  the  authority  con- 
tgined  in  and  subject  to  the  jurisdiction 
conferred  upon  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission  by  sections  7  and  15  of  the  Natu¬ 
ral  Gas  Act,  and  the  Commission’s  rules 
of  practice  and  procedure,  a  hearing  will 
be  held  on  March  14,  1961  at  9:30  a.m., 
est  in  a  Hearing  Room  of  the  Federal 
jiower  Commission,  441  G  Street  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.,  concerning  the  mat¬ 
ters  involved  in  and  the  issues  presented 
by  the  applications  in  Docket  Nos. 
0-20058,  G-20331,  G-20357  and  G- 
20360:  Provided,  however,  That  the 
Commission  may,  after  a  non-contested 
bearing,  dispose  of  the  proceedings  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  provisions  of  §  1.30(c)  (1)  or 
(2)  ^  the  Commission’s  rules  of  prac¬ 
tice  and  procedure.  Under  the  proce¬ 
dure  herein  provided  for,  unless  other¬ 
wise  advised,  it  will  be  unnecessary  for 
the  applicEints  to  appear  or  be  repre¬ 
sented  at  the  hearing.  Failure  of  any 
party  to  appear  at  and  participate  in 
the  hearing  shall  be  construed  as  waiver 
of  and  concurrence  in  omission  herein 
(tf  the  intermediate  decision  procedure  in 
cases  where  a  request  therefor  is  made. 

By  Uie  Commission. 

Joseph  H.  Gutride, 
Secretary. 

(PJl.  Doc.  61-1636;  Filed,  Feb.  24,  1961; 

8:46  a.m.] 


[Docket  No.  RI61-359] 

PAUL  F.  BARNHART  ET  AL. 

Order  Providing  for  Hearing  on  and 
Suspension  of  Proposed  Changes 
in  Rates 

February  17,  1961. 

On  January  19,  1961,  Paul  F.  Barn¬ 
hart,  et  al.*  (Barnhart)  tendered  for 
filing  proposed  changes  in  rates  for  the 
co-owner  interest  of  J.  Ray  McDermott 
and  Company,  Inc.  (McDermott)  *  under 
fourteen  rate  schedules  of  Barnhart. 
Barnhart  did  not  tender  proposed 
changes  in  rates  for  its  own  interest 
under  the  rate  schedules,  but  reserves 
the  right  to  do  so.  The  rate  increases, 
from  10.096  cents  to  17.2295  cents  per 
Mcf  at  14.65  psia,*  concern  jurisdictional 
sales  to  El  Paso  Natural  (ias  Company 
from  Spraberry  Field,  Upton,  Glasscock, 
Regan,  and  Midland  Counties,  Texas. 
The  filings  containing  the  proposed  rate 
changes  are  hereby  designated  Supple¬ 
ments  No.  5  to  each  of  Barnhart’s  FPC 
Gas  Rate  Schedules  Nos.  1  through  12, 
Supplement  No.  3  to  Barnhart’s  FPC 
Gas  Rate  Schedule  No.  14,  and  Supple¬ 
ment  No.  3  to  Barnhart’s  FPC  Gas  Rate 
Schedule  No.  15.  The  increases  amount 
to  about  $25,500  annually  and  will,  unless 


‘Address:  1721  Tennessee  Building, 

Houston  2,  Tex, 

•McDermott  originally  filed  the  changes. 
On  Peb.  7,  1981.  Barnhart  ratified  the  filing 
u  operator  for  McDermott. 

•The  renegotiated  rates  are  provided  by 
amendatory  agreements  with  the  purchaser. 
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suspended,  become  effective  after  thirty 
days’  notice  on  February  19.  1961. 

The  increased  rates  and  charges  so 
proposed  may  be  unjust,  unreasonable, 
unduly  discriminatory,  or  preferential, 
or  otherwise  unlawful. 

The  Commission  finds;  It  is  necessary 
and  proper  in  the  public  interest  and  to 
aid  in  the  enforcement  of  the  provisions 
of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  that  the  Com¬ 
mission  enter  upon  a  hearing  concern¬ 
ing  the  lawfulness  of  the  several  proposed 
changes  and  that  the  above-designated 
supplements  be  suspended  and  the  use 
thereof  deferred  as  hereinafter  ordered. 

The  Commission  orders: 

(A)  Pursuant  to  the  authority  of  the 
National  Gas  Act,  particularly  sections  4 
and  15  thereof,  the  Commission’s  rules 
of  practice  and  procedure,  and  the  regu¬ 
lations  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act  (18 
CFR,  Ch.  I),  a  public  hearing  shall  be 
held  upon  a  date  to  be  fixed  by  notice 
from  the  Secretary  concerning  the  law¬ 
fulness  of  the  several  proposed  increased 
rates  and  charges  contained  in  the 
above-designated  supplements. 

(B)  Pending  a  hearing  and  decision 
thereon,  the  above-designated  supple¬ 
ments  are  hereby  suspended  and  the  use 
thereof  deferred  until  July  19. 1961,  and 
thereafter  until  such  further  time  as  they 
are  made  effective  in  the  manner  pre¬ 
scribed  by  the  Natural  Gas  Act. 

(C)  The  supplements  hereby  sus¬ 
pended  shall  not  be  changed  until  these 
proceedings  have  been  disposed  of  or 
until  the  period  of  suspension  has 
expired,  unless  otherwise  ordered  by  the 
Commission. 

(D)  Notices  of  intervention  or  peti¬ 
tions  to  intervene  may  be  filed  with  the 
Federal  Power  Conunission,  Washington 
25.  D.C.,  in  accordance  with  the  rules  of 
practice  and  procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  and 
1.37(f) )  on  or  before  April  3,  1961. 

By  the  Commission. 

Joseph  H.  Gutride, 
Secretary. 

[P.R.  Doc.  61-1636;  Filed,  Feb.  24,  1961; 

8:47  a.m.] 


[Docket  Nos.  CP60-81,  G-4610] 

TEXAS  EASTERN  TRANSMISSION 
CORP.  ET  AL. 

Applications  and  Consolidations 

February  17,  1961. 

Texas  Eastern  Transmission  Corpora 
tion,  New  York  State  Natural  Gas 
Corporation,  Docket  No.  CP6()-81; 
Transcontinental  Gas  Pipe  Line  Corpo¬ 
ration,  Texas  Eastern  Transmission  Cor¬ 
poration,  Docket  No.  GM;610. 

Take  notice  that  on  April  8,  1960, 
Texas  Eastern  Transmission  Corpora¬ 
tion  (Texas  Eastern)  and  New  York 
State  Natural  Gas  Corporation  (New 
York  Natural)  filed  a  joint  application  in 
Docket  No.  CP60-81,  as  supplemented  on 
May  5, 1960,  pursuant  to  section  7  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  (Act),  for  a  certificate 
of  public  convenience  and  necessity 
authorizing  the  exchange  and  delivery 
of  natural  gas  and  the  operation -of 
exchange  facilities. 
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It  is  proposed  that  New  York  Natural 
deliver  and  inject  into  the  Leidy  Storage 
Pool  in  Clinton  and  Potter  Counties, 
Pennsylvania,  for  the  account  of  Texas 
Eastern,  volumes  of  natural  gas  avail¬ 
able  on  New  York  Natural’s  pipeline  in 
excess  of  its  system  requirements.  Texas 
Eastern  will  return  to  New  York  Natural 
or  for  its  account,  within  three  years  of 
the  date  of  delivery,  equivalent  volumes 
of  natural  gas  at  existing  points  of  inter¬ 
connection  between  New  York  Natural 
and  Texas  Eastern  or  any  other  certifi¬ 
cated  point  of  interconnection  which 
may  be  in  existence  at  the  time  such 
return  shall  be  made,  or  at  any  inter¬ 
connections  between  Texas  Eastern  and 
the  affiliates  of  New  York  Natural.* 

The  proposed  exchange  is  to  be  made 
under  an  agreement  dated  April  1,  1960, 
which  Texas  Eastern  and  New  York 
Natural  filed  on  May  13,  1960,  as  Rate 
Schedule  X-45  and  Rate  Schedule  X-9 
to  their  respective  tariffs.  Said  agree¬ 
ment  provides  for  the  delivery  by  New 
York  Natural  of  volumes  of  gas  up  to  a 
maximum  of  125,000  Mcf  per  day  and  a 
return  by  Texas  Eastern  of  equivalent 
volumes,  as  hereinbefore  described. 

On  April  4,  1960,  Texas  Eastern  and 
Transcontinental  Gas  Pipe  Line  Corpo¬ 
ration  (Transco)  filed  a  joint  motion,  as 
supplemented  on  May  6,  1960,  to  amend 
the  Commission’s  order  of  July  5,  1955, 
as  amended  on  January  31,  1958,  in 
Docket  No.  G-4610. 

Said  order  authorizes  the  exchange  of 
gas  between  the  two  companies  at  vari¬ 
ous  locations  provided  that  the  return  of 
the  exchange  gas  is  made  within  60  days. 
Texas  Eastern  and  Transco  now  request, 
by  their  motion,  a  further  amendment  of 
the  order  in  Docket  No.  G^610  author¬ 
izing  them  to  exchange  natural  gas  at 
an  additional  point,  namely  the  Leidy 
Storage  Field  in  Pennsylvania,  imder  the 
same  terms  and  conditions  as  the  orig¬ 
inal  authorized  exchange. 

Temporary  authorization,  with  spe¬ 
cific  conditions,  was  granted  in  Docket 
No.  CP60-81  •  and  in  Docket  No.  G-4610  * 
so  as  to  enable  Texas  Eastern  to  render 
during  the  1960-1961  heating  season  a 
Winter  Service  proposed  in  its  applica¬ 
tions  in  Docket  Nos.  G-18968,  et  al., 
should  final  authorization  be  granted  in 
the  latter  dockets.  By  its  order  of  Sep¬ 
tember  1,  1960,  the  Commission  certif¬ 
icated  the  applications  in  Docket  Nos. 
G-18968.  et  al. 

On  November  8, 1960,  as  supplemented 
on  December  22, 1960,  Transco  and  Texas 
Eastern  filed  an  amendment  to  their 
aforesaid  joint  motion  to  amend  the 
Commission’s  order  in  Docket  No.  G- 
4610.  In  addition  to  the  request  for 
authorization  to  exchange  gas  at  the 
Leidy  Storage  Field,  both  parties  now 
request  authorization  for  the  following 
points  of  exchange: 

(1)  At  the  intersections  of  Texas 
Eastern’s  two  20-inch  lines  as  well  as  its 
new  36-inch  line  with  Transco’s  36-inch 
line  near  LambertvUle,  New  Jersey. 


‘Tbe  East  Ohio  Gas  Ck).,  The  Peoples 
Natural  Gas  Co.,  Hope  Natural  Gas  Co.,  and 
The  River  Gas  Co. 

*  Letters  of  May  26, 1960. 

‘  Letters  of  June  23,  1960. 
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(2)  Through  deliveries  to  the  follow¬ 
ing  common  customers,  namely,  the 
Brookl3m  Union  Gas  Company,  Consoli¬ 
dated  Edison  Company,  of  New  York, 
Inc.,  and  Long  Island  Lighting  Com¬ 
pany.^ 

These  matters  are  interrelate  and 
should  be  disposed  of  on'  a  consolidated 
record. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
applications  should,  on  or  before  the  17th 
day  of  March  1961,  file  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  Washington  25,  D.C., 
petitions  or  protests  in  accordance  with 
the  requirements  of  the  Commission's 
rules  of  practice  and  procedure  (18  C7FR 
1.8  or  1.10).  The  applications  are  on 
file  and  available  for  public  inspection. 

Joseph  H.  Gutride, 

Secretary. 

[PJl.  Doc.  61-1637;  Piled.  Peb.  24.  1961; 

8:47  a.xn.] 


[Docket  Nos.  16401-16404] 

ATLANTIC  SEABOARD  CORP.  ET  AL. 

Order  Fixing  Date  of  Hearing  and 
Procedure  for  Presentation  of  Evi¬ 
dence 

February  23, 1961. 

Atlantic  Seaboard  Corporation,  Dock¬ 
et  No.  0-16401;  Home  Gas  Company. 
Docket  No.  G-16402;  Kentucky  Gas 
Transmission  Corporation,  Docket  No. 
0-16403 ;  The  Manufacturers  Light  and 
Heat  Company,  Docket  No.  0-16404. 

Respondents  Atlantic  Seaboard  Cor¬ 
poration  (Atlantic),  Home  Gas  Com¬ 
pany  (Home)  Kentucky  Gas  Trans¬ 
mission  Corporation  (Kentucky)  .  and 
The  Manufacturers  Light  and  Heat 
Company  (Manufacturers),  affiliates  of 
the  Columbia  Gas  System,  each  filed 
with  this  Commission  amendments  to 
their  respective  FPC  gas  tariffs*  pro¬ 
posing  additional  rate  schedules  (CDS- 
PR  Schedules)  for  contract  demand 
service  to  partial  requirement  customers 
to  become  effective  October  1, 1958.  The 
proposed  CDS-PR  Schedules  apply  only 
to  customers  which  purchase  part  of 
their  gas  requirements  from  “other 
sources”  (as  defined  in  the  respective 
tariffs)  than  the  Columbia  System. 
The  proposed  schedules  contain  the 


*  Atlantic’s  FPC  Gas  Tariff.  Seventh  Re¬ 
vised  Volume  No.  1,  Original  Sheets  Nos.  2. 
16.  16A.  16B,  16C,  16D.  16E.  16P,  17.  17A.  17B. 
170.  17D,  17E,  ITF,  39.  63,  and  64.  First  Re¬ 
vised  Sheets  Nos.  6,  11.  21,  23.  25,  27,  40,  and 
57,  and  Second  Revised  Sheet  No.  1. 

Home’s  FPC  Gas  Tariff,  Third  Revised 
Volume  No.  1,  Original  Sheets  Nos.  11. 12,  13, 
14,  15,  16,  39,  67,  and  68  and  First  Revised 
Sheets  Nos.  1. 6, 21.  40.  and  55. 

Kentucky’s  FPC  Gas  Tariff,  First  Revised 
Volume  No.  1,  Original  Sheets  Nos.  11,  12, 
13,  14,  15,  16.  39,  56,  67,  and  68,  and  First 
Revised  Sheets  Nos.  1.  6,  21,  40,  and  55. 

Manufacturers’  FPC  Gas  Tariff,  Fourth 
Revised  Volume  No.  1,  Original  Sheets  Nos. 
11.  12,  13.  14,  IS,  16,  39,  56.  67.  and  68  and 
First  Revised  Sheets  Nos.  1,  6.  21,  40,  and  65. 

*  Texas  Eastern  was  granted  authorization 
to  connect  with  Consolidated  Edison  and 
with  Long  Island  Lighting  in  Docket  Nos. 
0-18968,  et  al.,  and  to  connect  with  Brook¬ 
lyn  Union  Gas  Company  in  Docket  No.  G- 
1003. 


same  monthly  demand  and  commodity 
charges  that  are  now  applicable  subject 
to  refund  under  the  respective  CDS 
(Contract  Demand)  Schedules  of  each 
Respondent.  The  present  minimum  bill, 
however,  is  expanded  from  the  monthly 
demand  charge  to  include  also  a  mini¬ 
mum  monthly  commodity  charge  and  a 
minimum  annual  commodity  charge. 
The  Commission  ordered  hearings  on 
the  tariffs  of  the  respective  Respondents 
as  proposed  to  be  amended  by  the  revised 
schedules  and  suspended  those  revisions 
for  one  day.*  They  became  effective  on 
October  2,  1958,  subject  to  refund  with 
interest.  These  proceedings  were  con¬ 
solidated  for  hearing  by  order  issued 
November  5,  1959. 

The  Commission  finds:  It  is  necessary 
and  proper  in  the  public  interest,  and  to 
aid  in  the  enforcement  of  the  provisions 
of  the  Natural  Gas  Act,  that  the  Com¬ 
mission  set  a  date  for  hearing  concern¬ 
ing  the  lawfulness  of  the  rates,  charges, 
classifications  and  services  contained  in 
Respondents’  tariffs  as  proposed  to  be 
amended  by  the  aforementioned  tariff 
sheets,  and  that  all  parties  to  these  pro¬ 
ceedings  comply  with  the  procedure  for 
presentation  of  evidence  as  hereinafter 
ordered. 

The  Commission  orders : 

(A)  Pursuant  to  the  authority  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act,  particularly  sections 
4  and  15  thereof,  the  Commission’s  rules 
of  practice  and  procediu-e  and  the  regu¬ 
lations  imder  the  Natural  Gas  Act  (8 
CPR  Ch.  I)  a  public  hearing  be  held 
commencing  March  28,  1961  at  10:00 
a.m.,  e.s.t.,  in  a  Hearing  Room  of  the 
Federal  Power  Commission,  441  G  Street 
NW..  Washington,  D.C.,  concerning  the 
lawfulness  of  the  rates,  charges,  classifi¬ 
cations  and  services  contained  in  Re¬ 
spondents’  FPC  gas  tariffs  as  proposed 
to  be  amended  by  the  above-mentioned 
tariff  sheets. 

(B)  Respondents  and  those  interven¬ 
ers  proposing  to  present  direct  evidence 
shall  serve  that  evidence  on  the  parties 
and  on  the  Commission  Staff  on  or  be¬ 
fore  March  17,  1961.  Upon  commence¬ 
ment  of  the  hearing.  Respondents  and 
interveners  shall  present  their  direct 
evidence,  including  exhibits  and  pre¬ 
pared  testimony,  for  the  record.  This 
will  be  followed  immediately  thereafter 
by  cross-examination  thereon. .  The 
order  of  presentation  of  all  other  evi¬ 
dence  by  the  parties,  including  rebuttal 
evidence,  shall  be  determined  by  the 
Presiding  Examiner.  Provided,  how¬ 
ever.  That  presentation  of  direct  and 
rebuttal  evidence,  respectively,  if  any,  by 
the  Commission  Staff  shall  be  subse¬ 
quent  to  the  direct  and  rebuttal  evidence 
presented  by  all  parties. 

(C)  Any  party  heretofore  permitted 
to  intervene  in  the  several  and  separate 
or  consolidated  proceedings  in  the  above- 
captioned  dockets  may  participate  to  the 
extent  provided  in  the  order  granting 
them  permission  to  intervene. 

(D)  Other  notices  of  intervention  and 
petitions  to  intervene  may  be  filed  with 
the  Federal  Power  Commission,  Wash¬ 
ington  25,  D.C.,  in  accordance  with  the 
rules  of  practice  and  procedure  (18  CFR 


» Orders  of  September  30,  1958. 


1.8  and  1.37(f))  on  or  before  Marri, 
16, 1961. 

By  the  Commission. 

Joseph  H.  Gutridi^ 
Secretary, 

[F.R.  Doc.  61-1713;  Filed,  Feb.  24  imi 
8:51  a.m.l  ’  ***' 


CIVIL  SERVICE  COMMISSION 

CERTAIN  POSITIONS  IN  FOREST 
PRODUCTS  TECHNOLOGY 

Notice  of  Increase  in  Minimum  Rates 
of  Pay 

Notice  of  increases  in  minimum  rates 
of  pay  under  section  803  of  the  Cla^. 
cation  Act  of  1949,  as  amended,  for 
positions  at  grades  5.  6,  7.  and  8.  Ibrest 
Products  Technologist,  Series  OS-1S90-0, 
appeared  in  the  Federal  Register  for 
October  8,  1960. 

A  new  series,  GS-1380-0,  Forest  Prod¬ 
ucts  Technology,  has  been  establi^ed  to 
include  Forest  Products  Technologljt 
positions  formerly  in  the  GS-139O-0 
Technology  Series. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  exist¬ 
ing  section  803  rates  as  shown  in  the 
October  8,  1960,  notice  for  Forest  Prod¬ 
ucts  Technologist  positions  are  appli¬ 
cable  to  classes  of  positions  at  grades  5, 
6,  7,  and  8  in  the  new  Forest  Products 
Technology  Series,  GS-1380-0. 

United  States  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission, 

[seal]  Mary  V.  Wenzel, 

Executive  Assistant  to 
the  Commissioners. 

[F.R.  Doc.  61-1659;  Filed.  Feb,  24.  1961; 

8:50  a.m.] 


ATOMIC  ENERGY  COMMISSION 

[Docket  No.  50-113] 

UNIVERSITY  OF  ARIZONA 

Notice  of  Issuance  of  Utilization 
Facility  License  Amendment 

Please  take  notice  that  the  Atomk 
Energy  Commission  has  issued  Amoid- 
ment  No.  1,  set  forth  below,  to  License 
No.  R-52  issued  to  University  of  Arizona. 
The  amendment  authorizes  the  licensee, 
as  requested  in  its  letter  to  the  Commis¬ 
sion  dated  December  9,  1960,  to  remove 
from  the  reactor  pit  five  one-curie 
plutonium-beryllium  neutron  sources, 
one  of  which  is  used  as  a  start-up  source 
for  its  TRIGA  reactor  and  the  other  lour 
of  which  are  normally  stored  in  the  re¬ 
actor  pit,  and  to  return  the  sources  to  the 
reactor  pit.  When  the  sources  are  re¬ 
moved  from  the  reactor  pit  they  may  be 
used  only  in  accordance  with  an  appro¬ 
priate  Special  Nuclear  Material  License 
issued  by  the  Commission.  The  Commis¬ 
sion  has  found  that  conduct  of  these 
activities  in  accordance  with  the  terms 
and  conditions  of  the  license,  »» 
amended,  will  not  present  any  undue 
hazard  to  the  health  and  safety  of  the 
public  and  will  not  be  inimical  to  the 
common  defense  and  security. 


FEDERAL  REGISTER 


Saturday,  February  id,  mi 

The  Commission  has  found  that  prior 

ublic  notice  of  proposed  issuance  of  this 
Jrnendment  is  not  necessary  in  the  pub- 
h7  interest  since  the  conduct  of  the 
ictivities  in  accordance  with  the  terms 
^  tbe  license  as  amended  does  not  pre- 
°  j  any  substantial  changes  in  the  haz- 
^  to  the  health  and  safety  of  the 
Sc  from  those  presented  by  the  pre- 
J^usly  approved  operation  of  the 
factor* 

In  accordance  with  the  Commission’s 
rules  of  practice  (10  CFR  Part  2)  the 
Qfgnmission  will  direct  the  holding  of  a 
hearing  on  the  matter  of  the 
issuance  of  the  license  amendment  upon 
receipt  of  a  request  therefor  from  the 
licensee  or  an  intervener  within  thirty 
days  after  issuance  of  the  license 
amendment.  Petitions  for  leave  to  in¬ 
tervene  and  requests  for  a  formal  hear¬ 
ing  shall  be  filed  by  mailing  a  copy  to 
the  Office  of  the  Secretary,  Atomic 
Energy  Commission,  Washington  25, 
D.C.,  or  by  delivery  of  a  copy  in  person 
to  the  Office  of  the  Secretary,  German¬ 
town,  Maryland,  or  the  ABC’s  Public 
Document  Room,  1717  H  Street,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  For  further  details  see 
Docket  Nos.  50-113  and  70-459  both  on 
file  at  the  ABC’s  Public  Document  Room, 
1717  H  Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 

Dated  at  Germantown.  Md.,  this  20th 
day  of  February  1961. 

For  the  Atomic  Bnergy  Commission. 

R.  L.  Kirk, 

Deputy  Director,  Division  of 
Licensing  and  Regulation. 
(License  No.  R-52;  Arndt.  1  ( 

In  addition  to  the  activities  previously 
authorized  by  the  Commission  In  License 
No.  R-52,  University  of  Arizona  Is  authorized, 
as  requested  by  its  letter  to  the  Commission 
dated  December  9.  1960,  to  remove  from  the 
reactor  pit  five  one-curie  plutonium-beryl¬ 
lium  neutron  sources,  one  of  which  is  used 
as  a  start-up  source  for  the  TRIGA  reactor 
and  the  other  four  of  which  are  normally 
stored  In  the  reactor  pit,  and  to  return  the 
sources  to  the  reactor  pit.  When  the  sources 
are  removed  from  the  reactor  pit  they  may 
be  possessed  and  used  only  in  accordance 
with  an  appropriate  Special  Nuclear  Mate¬ 
rial  License  Issued  by  the  Commission. 

The  removal  from  and  return  to  the  re¬ 
actor  pit  of  the  sources  shall  be  conducted 
In  accordance  with  the  applicable  provisions 
and  subject  to  the  applicable  conditions  of 
license  No.  R-52,  as  amended,  the  licensee’s 
letter  to  the  Commission  dated  December  9, 
1960,  and  the  additional  condition  stated 
below; 

The  source  used  as  start-up  for  the  reactor 
ihall  not  be  removed  from  the  reactor  core 
until  the  power  level  of  the  reactor  has 
reached  one  watt  (thermal). 

This  amendment  is  effective  as  of  the  date 
of  Issuance. 

Date  of  issuance:  February  20,  1961. 

For  the  Atomic  Energy  Commission. 

R.  L.  Kirk, 
Deputy  Director, 

Division  of  Licensing  and  Regulation. 

(PR.  Doc.  61-1623:  Piled,  Feb.  24,  1961; 

8:46  a.m.] 


(Docket  No.  50-10] 

COMMONWEALTH  EDISON  CO 


Washington,  D.C.,  not  later  than  thirty 
days  after  publication  of  this  notice  in 
the  Federal  Register,  or,  in  the  event  of 
a  postponement  of  the  hearing  date 
specified  above,  at  such  time  as  the  Pre¬ 
siding  Officer  may  provide. 

Answers  to  this  notice  may  be  filed 
pursuant  to  §  2.736  of  the  rules  of  prac¬ 
tice  on  or  before  March  17,  1961. 

Papers  required  to  be  filqd  with  the 
ABC  in  this  proceeding  shall  be  filed  by 
mailing  to  the  Secretary,  Atomic  Bnergy 
Commission,  Washington  25,  D.C.,  or , 
may  be  filed  in  person  at  the  Office  of 
the  Secretary,  Atomic  Bnergy  Commis¬ 
sion,  Germantown, -Maryland,  or  at  the 
ABC  Public  Document  Room,  1717  H 
Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  Pending 
further  order  of  the  Presiding  Officer, 
parties  shall  file  twenty  copies  of  each 
such  paper  with  the  ABC  and,  where 
service  of  papers  is  required  on  other 
parties,  shall  serve  five  copies  of  each. 

The  report  of  the  Advisory  Committee 
on  Reactor  Safeguards  in  this  matter 
will  be  available  for  public  inspection  in 
the  ABC’s  Public  Document  Room  prior 
to  the  hearing  herein  scheduled.  Copies 
of  such  report  may  be  obtained  by  re¬ 
quest  addressed  to  the  Atomic  Energy 
Commission,  Washington  25,  D.C.,  At¬ 
tention:  Director,  Division  of  Licensing 
and  Regulation.  If  the  report  is  not 
published  and  made  available  prior  to 
the  scheduled  date  of  hearing,  the  hear¬ 
ing  will  be  rescheduled. 

The  hearing  will  be  conducted  by  a 
Presiding  Officer  to  be  designated  by 
Samuel  W.  Jensch,  Chief  Hearing  Exam¬ 
iner,  Office  of  Hearing  Examiners, 
Atomic  Energy  Commission.  The  Pre¬ 
siding  Officer  will  render  a  decision  pur¬ 
suant  to  §  2.751(a)  of  the  Commission’s 
rules  of  practice. 

Dated  at  Germantown,  Md.,  this  24th 
day  of  February  1961. 

For  the  Atomic  Energy  Commission. 

H.  L,  Price, 

Director,  licensing  and  Regulation. 

(F.R.  Doc.  61-1737;  Filed,  Feb.  24,  1961; 

10:20  a.m.] 


Notice  of  Hearing 

On  January  30,  1961,  Commonwealth 
Edison  Company  submitted  a  report 
entitled  “Dresden  Control  Rod  Drive 
Modifications,’’  supplemented  by  Adden¬ 
dum  dated  February  20,  1961,  and  re¬ 
quested  the  Commission’s  evaluation  of 
the  report  and  concurrence  with  Com¬ 
monwealth’s  plans  to  resume  operation 
of  the  reactor  upon  successful  com¬ 
pletion  of  the  test  program  therein 
described.  This  report  deals  with  cor¬ 
rective  measures  to  resolve  the  difficulties 
which  have  arisen  with  control  rod  drive 
mechanisms  in  Commonwealth’s  Dresden 
plant..  Because  of  such  difficulties,  the 
Commission  has  extended  the  period  for 
its  review  of  the  hearing  examiner’s 
Third  Supplemental  Intermediate  Deci¬ 
sion  and  deferred  the  final  effectiveness 
of  that  decision,  by  orders  dated  Novem¬ 
ber  23,  1960,  December  14,  1960,  and 
January  27,  1961, 

In  addition.  Commonwealth  filed 
applications  dated  January  4,  1961,  Jan¬ 
uary  27,  1961,  and  February  17,  1961,  for 
-amendments  to  Appendix  A  of  License 
DPR-2. 

Pursuant  to  the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of 
1954,  as  amended,  and  the  regulations  in 
Part  2, 10  CFR,  “Rules  of  Practice’’ notice 
is  hereby  given  that  a  hearing  will  be  held 
to  consider  authorizing  resumption  of 
operation  of  the  Dresden  plant  and 
amendments  to  Appendix  A  of  License 
DPR-2  as  set  forth  below.  This  hearing 
will  commence  at  10:00  o’clock  a.m.,  on 
March  28,  1961,  and  will  be  held  In 
the  Auditorium  of  the  ABC  Headquar¬ 
ters,  Germantown,  Maryland.  License 
DPR-2,  the  report  entitled  “Control  Rod 
Drive  Modifications,’’  the  addendum 
thereto  dated  February  20, 1961,  applica¬ 
tions  for  amendment,  and  the  record  of 
prior  proceedings  in  this  docket  are 
available  for  public  inspection  at  the 
ABC’s  Public  Document  Room,  1717  H 
Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 

The  issues  to  be  considered  at  the 
hearing  will  be  the  following: 

1.  Whether  the  Commission  should 
authorize  the  licenses  to  resume  opera¬ 
tion  with  the  modified  control  rod  drive 
mechanisms  described  in  the  report  and 
addendum,  and  what  conditions,  if  any, 
should  be  prescribed  for  such  operation. 

2.  Whether  the  chaitges  in  Appendix 
A  (technical  specifications)  of  License 
DPR-2  set  forth  in  applications  dated 
January  4,  1961,  January  27,  1961,  and 
February  17, 1961,  should  be  approved. 

3.  Whether  the  findii^s  and  conclu¬ 
sions  in  the  Third  Supplemental  Inter¬ 
mediate  Decision  should  be  modified  or 
supplemented  on  the  basis  of  the  evi¬ 
dence  adduced  at  the  hearing. 

Petitions  for  leave  to  Intervene  must 
be  received  In  the  Office  of  the  Secretary, 
At(Hiilc  Energy  Commission,  German¬ 
town.  Maryland,  or  in  the  AEG  Public 
Document  Room,  1717  H  Street  NW.. 


Public  Housing  Administration 
CERTAIN  OFFICIALS 
Delegations  of  Final  Authority 

Section  n  Delegations  of  final  au¬ 
thority,  is  amended  as  follows: 

1.  In  paragraphs  C6  and  D4  the  list 
of  officials  is  amended  as  follows: 

By  inserting  the  following  immediately 
preceding  the  title  “Assistant  Directors 
for  Management” : 

In  the  Atlanta  Regional  Office: 

Chief  of  the  Property  and  Services 
Section. 


NOTICES 


In  all  other  Regional  Offices: 

2.  In  paragraphs  E3  and  4,  the  list  of 
officials  is  amended  as  follows: 

By  inserting  “(except  Atlanta  Region¬ 
al  Office)"  after  “Chiefs  of  the  Office 
Services  Sections”. 

By  adding  “Chief  of  the  Property  and 
Services  Section.  Atlanta  Regional 
Office”. 

Approved:  February  17, 1961. 

[seal]  Bruce  Savage, 

Commissioner. 

[PJl.  Doc.  61-1634;  Piled.  Peb.  24,  1961; 
8:46  ajn.] 


No.  MC-PC  63865.  By  order  of  F^bm 
ary  17.  1961,  the  Transfer  Board  [J* 
proved  the  transfer  to  Tremblay  Mov£ 
&  Storage  Co.,  Inc.,  551-561  WhittenSn 
Street,  Taunton,  Mass.,  of  Certiw° 
No.  MC  64190,  issued  May  22^  i^l^S 
Louis  A.  Tremblay,  doing  business’  u 
Tremblay  Moving  &  Storage  Compai® 
Taunton,  Mass.,  authorizing  the  traoL’ 
portation  of:  Household  goods,  as  de 
fined  by  the  Commission,  over  irregulw 
routes,  between  Taunton,  Mass.,  and 
points  in  Massachusetts  within  20  miles 
of  Taunton,  on  the  one  hand,  and  on 
the  other,  points  in  Connecticut,  Maine 
Michigan,  North  Carolina,  New  Hamp^ 
.shire.  New  Jersey,'  New  York,  Ohio 
Pennsylvania,  Rhode  Island,  Vermont 
P.O.  Box  357,  North  Tonawanda,  N.Y.,  and  the  District  of  Columbia, 
attorney  for  applicants.  No.  MC-PC  63921.  By  order  of  Pebru- 

FOURTH  SECTION  APPLICATION  No.  MC-PC  63814.  By  order  of  Feb-  ary  17,  1961,  the  Transfer  Board  ap- 
FOR  RELIEF  ruary  17,  1961,  the  Transfer  Board  ap-  proved  the  transfer  to  Luke  B.  HolUng^ 

proved  the  transfer  to  Cleveland  (jeneral  Lancaster,  Pa.,  of  Certificate  No.  MC 
February  21, 1961.  Transport  Co.,  Inc.,  New  York,  N.Y.,  of 
Protests  to  the  granting  of  an  appli-  Permit  in  No.  MC  5619,  issued  April  24, 
cation  must  be  prepared  in  accordance  1959,  to  John  S.  Geiger’s  Sons,  a  corpora- 
with  Rule  40  of  the  general  rules  of  tion,  Newark,  N.J.,  authorizing  the 
practice  (49  CPR  1.40)  and  filed  within  transportation  of:  Contractor’s  and  fac- 
15  days  from  the  date  of  publication  of  tory  equipment,  including  heavy  ma-  • 
this  notice  in  the  Federal  Register."  chinery;  steel  and  other  materials  and 
T  supplies  (including  fuel)  such  as  are 

Long-and-Short  Haul  construction,  erection  and  build- 

FSA  No.  36913:  Tankage  and  dry  sew-  ing  operations,  automotive  display  ve- 
age  sludge  to  Miami,  Fla^  Piled,  by  II-  hides;  airplanes;  tractors,  chassis,  and 
linois  Freight  Association,  Agent  (No.  other  automotive  equipment;  forest 
121) ,  for  Interested  rail  carriers.  Rates  products  (such  as  poles  and  piling) ; 
on  diy  tankage  and  dry  sewage  sludge,  metals;  oils  and  greases;  pipe,  electrical 
as  described  in  the  application,  in  car-  equipment,  building  materials  of  various 
loads,  from  Chicago  Heights  and  Joliet,  kinds,  such  as  are  ordinarily  transported 
Bl.,  Gary  and  Hartdale,  Ind.,  to  Miami,  in  fiat-bed  vehicles,  between  points  in 
Fla.  New  Jersey,  New  York,  Connecticut, 

^  Grounds  for  relief:  Market  com-  Rhode  Island,  Massachusetts,  Pennsyl- 
■petition.  vania,  Delaware,  Maryland,  Virgina  and 

Tariff:  Supplement  15  to  Illinois  the  District  of  Columbia;  and,  building 
Freight  Association  tariff  I.C.C.  928.  materials  and  other  commodities  or- 
By  the  Commission  dinarily  transported  in  dump  trucks,  such 

^  as  common  brick  ashes,  cinders,  and  pig 

[seal]  Harold  D.  McCoy,  iron,  between  Newark,  N.J.,  and  points 

Secretary.  within  50  miles  of  Newark.  S.  Harrison 

IPJI.  Doc.  61-1647;  Piled,  Peb.  24.  1961;  K^n,  1110  Investment  Building,  W^- 
8-48  a  m  1  mgton  5,  D.C.,  attorney  for  applicants. 

No.  MC-FC  63819.  By  order  of  Feb¬ 
ruary  17,  1961,  the  Transfer  Board  ap- 
I  Notice  4531  proved  the  transfer  to  Lancaster  Moving 

MOTOR  CARRIER  TRANSFER  and  Storage  Limited,  a  corporation. 

PDnCFFDiNCS  Windsor,  Ontario,  Canada,  of  the  re- 

rKv/wccLTirtv^  maining  portion  of  Certificate  No.  MC 

February  21, 1961.  286,  Issued  December  16,  1940,  and  the 

Synopses  of  orders  entered  pursuant  entire  operating  rights  of  Certificate  No. 
to  section  212(b)  of  the  Interstate  Com-  MC  286  Sub  3,  issued  January  24.  1949, 
merce  Act,  and  rules  and  regulations  to  ’The  E.  W.  Lancaster  Company,  Lim- 
prescribed  thereunder  (49  CTR  Part  ited,  Windsor,  Ontario,  Canada,  au- 
179),  appear  below:  thorizing  the  transportation  of  house- 

As’  provided  in  the  Commission’s  gen-  hold  goods,  over  irregidar  routes, 
eral  rules  of  practice  any  interested  between  ports  of  entry  at  the  boundary 
person  may  file  a  petition  seeking  recon-  of  the  United  States  and  Canada  in 
sideration  of  the  following  numbered  Michigan  and  New  York,  on  the  one 
proceedings  within  30  days  from  the  date  hand,  and.  on  the  other,  points  in  Michi- 
of  service  of  the  order.  Pursuant  to  sec-  gan,  Ohio,  Indiana,  Illinois,  Wisconsin, 
tion  17(8)  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Pennsylvania,  New  York,  New  Jersey, 

Act,  the  filing  of  such  a  petition  will  and  Massachusetts,  and  between  ports 
postpone  the  effective  date  of  the  order  of  entry  in  Michigan  and  New  York  at 
in  that  proceeding  pending  its  disposl-  the  boimdaries  of  the  United  States  and 
tion.  The  matters  relied  upon  by  petl-  Canada,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
tioners  must  be  specified  in  their  peti-  other,  points  in  Kentucky,  West  Virgina, 
tlons  with  particularity.  Maryland,  Minnesota,  Iowa,  Connectl- 

No.  MC-PC  63662.  By  order  of  Feb-  cut,  Rhode  Island,  and  the  District  of 
ruary  17,  1961,  the  Transfer  Board  ap-  Columbia.  Rex  Fames,  1800  Buhl  Build- 


KEITH  LYRLA 

Statement  of  Changes  in  Financial 
Interests 

Pursuant  to  subsection  302(c).  Part 
in.  Executive  Order  10647  (20  Pit 
8769)  “Providing  for  the  Appointment  d 
Certain  Persons  under  the  Defense  Pro¬ 
duction  Act  of  1950,  as  amended,"  I 
hereby  furnish  for  filing  with  the  OiBc® 


Saturday,  February  25,  1961 

nf  the  Federal  Register  for  publication  in 
L  Federal  Register  the  following  in¬ 
formation  showing  any  changes  in  my 
flnancial  interests  and  business  connec- 
as  heretofore  reported  and  pub- 
S  (20  F.R.  10086  ;  21  F.R.  3475;  21 
Smr  9198;  22  P.R.  3777;  22  F.R.  9450; 
mPR.  3798;  23  P.R.  9501;  24  P.R.  4187; 
24  FB.  9502,  and  25  P.R.  102)  during  the 
oeriod  from  May  15,  1960  through 
December  31, 1960. 

None. 

Dated:  December  31,  1960. 

K.  H.  Lyrla. 

IPJI.  Doc.  61-1649:  Filed,  Feb.  24,  1961; 
‘  8:48  a.m.  I 


FEDERAL  REGISTER 


Federal  Register  for  publication  in  the  mation  showing  any  changes  In  my 
Federal  Register  the  following  informa-  financial  interests  and  business  connec¬ 
tion  showing  any  changes  in  my  financial  tions  as  heretofore  reported  and  pub- 
interests  and  business  connections  as  lished  (20  P.R.  10086;  21  P.R.  3475;  21 
heretofore  reported  ad  published.  (22  P.R.  9198;  22  P.R.  3777;  22  F.R.  9450; 
P.R.  996;  22  P.R.  6584;  23  F.R.  1062;  23  P.R.  3798;  23  P.R.  9501;  24  P.R.  4187; 

23  P.R.  6730;  24  F.R.  552;  24  Pit.  6251;  24  P.R.  9502;  and  25  P.R.  102)  for  the 

24  F.R.  9689;  and  24  F.R.  109),  for  the  period  from  May  10,  1960  through  De¬ 
period  May  30, 1960  through  January  21,  cember  31,  1960. 

(1)  Promoted  from  position  of  Chief  of 
No  changes.  Research,  Erie  Railroad  Company,  by  elec- 

'  r,,-  o  position  of  Comptroller,  Erie- 

Dated:  Januai'y  25, 1961.  Lackawanna  Railroad  Company.  Appointed 

P  A  Mechling  Auditor  of  Niagara  Junction  Railway  Com¬ 
pany  and  Comptroller  of  The  New  Jersey 
[F.R.  Doc.  61-1650;  Filed,  Feb.  24,  1961;  and  New  York  Railroad  Company  (Horace 
8:48a.m.l  Santa,  Trustee).  Elected  director  of  Har- 

_  lem  Transfer  Company  and  director  of  Ho¬ 
boken  Ferry  Company.  The  foregoing 
EUGENE  S.  ROOT  authorized  by  the  Interstate  Conunerce  Com¬ 

mission  in  its  order  dated  December  7,  1960, 
Statement  of  Changes  in  Financial  in  Finance  Docket  No.  21381.  Also  appointed 
Interests  Auditor  of  Lessees  Buffalo  Creek  Railroad 

and  elected  director  and  comptroller  of 
Pursuant  to  subsection  302(c),  Part  Brighton  Marine  Repair  Yard. 

ITT,  Executive  Order  10647  (20  F.R.  8769)  (2)  Acquired  stock  In  Erle-Lackawanna 

“Providing  for  the  Appointment  of  Cer-  Railroad  Company, 
tain  Persons  under  the  Defense  Produc-  Dated-  Pebruarv  15  1961 
tion  Act  of  1950,  as  amended,”  I  hereby  .  o  . 

furnish  for  filing  with  the  Office  of  the  Eugene  S.  Root. 

Federal  Register  for  publication  in  the  [F.r.  Doc.  61-1651;  Piled.  Feb.  24,  1961; 
Federal  Register  the  following  infor-  8:48  a.m.] 


FLOYD  A.  MECHLING 

Statement  of  Changes  in  Financial 
Interests 

Pursuant  to  subsection  302(c) ,  Part  II, 
Executive  Order  10647  (20  P.R.  8769) 
"Providing  for  the  Appointment  of  Cer¬ 
tain  Persons  under  the  Defense  Produc¬ 
tion  Act  of  1950,  as  amended,”  I  hereby 
furnish  for  filing  with  the  Office  of  the 
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Announcing 


PRINCIPAL  OFFICIALS 
IN  THE 

EXECUTIVE  BRANCH 


Appointed  January  20- 
February  20,  1961 


A  listing  of  more  than  250  appoint¬ 
ments  of  key  officials  made  after 
January  20,  1961.  Serves  as  a  sup¬ 
plement  to  the  1960-61  edition  of 
the  U.S.  Government  Organization 
Manual 

Price:  15  cents 

Compiled  by  Office  of  the  Federal  Register, 
National  Archives  and  Records  Service, 
General  Services  Administration 

Order  from  Superintendent  of  Documents, 
Govermnent  Printing  Office,  Washington 
25,  D.C. 


